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cp the President should make an injudicious selec- | We did not get the same information, and that is - Evans, Fessenden, Fitch, Green, Hammond, Iverson, 
mr non, here stands the Senate, representing all the |) the reason I did not make the explanation. 1 have Piak, Sebdcume eae ne teen tae eatin 
we en, states of the Union, to protect us—the very ob- || no doubt theSenator from Missouri had fulleon- | gi" ’ ase ee 
ce rof this bill. If the President be oversighted, || fidence in what his informant told him. He told So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 
ws misled, or deceived, the Senate can protect him; | me who it was, but I had a conversation with an- Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have one moreamend- 
oy but ifthe judge alone should be deceived, over- | other gentleman, who represented to me the other ment ia a halidhilides It oes aes a . aie — = 
5 cohted, or misled, who is to protect him? No || side. vst totaal coe eee ee eae ee i 
a < pate is to pass upon itina second view; there Mr GR EEN. The Senator did not tell me who | take Seley. I chink if the ety - aden i = oor 
7 so secondary power to pass it under review; || his informant was, and I| told him who was mine. winnd we may hope for = Rais ‘ it 7 ar ae 
arf ood hence I think that it is far better to adhere to Mr. HALE. I will state the fact. Captain aaa - 1 ah oe therefore. eee sil 
I the original bill than to accept the proposition of | Goddard was a Whig. The mayor that removed | this anal atin tae yl a eee ji 
a the Senator from Illinois, E him was a Democrat, so called. The Democratic Sone a coiainetie : y 
7 As to the remarks of the Senator from Ken- mayor came in and Captain Goddard went out. | Mr iTA LE. ‘Let me suevest to the honorable 
ao tucky about various other matters—political ques- || Perhaps the acts did not sustain to each other the | Bianser tank this ost deienalalll tinadlinieds taten. 
re ns—l did not assert that be said this was a || relation of cause and effect, but they were what | Se ead ee I ep aegghe £ ot 2 
it, as ons ‘ oth ‘aia (his remark Mak Whales. deed aill'an antbaliiun anita. | and therefore repeals the law establishing the 
re: by: party qué stion, but the train of his remark was | old Mr, Her would ca an astonishing comct- | auxiliary guard of thirty men that we now have; 
: aleulated, 1 think, to lead to the belief that there || dence to say the least of it, [laughter,] that Cap- |) | 7 8 : ea ae ’ 
ros caiculater ees . eae , ere | and if you continue this act only one year, at the 
cs was some party feeling mixed up withit. Ifthere | tain Goddard, who had been a Whig and was re- | ond afta Oe ee ied cee ee 
safe, nd : a ei a . pee ee ee Aer ee we rh ae d of that year the auxiliary guard of thirty men 
er nr: js, itis not with me; and, therefore » i thougiit it tained in office while there were Whig mayors, anil ton ahaa eee alee 
sm proper that | should make the disclaimer, I did || should go out when a Democrat came in, That Mr. CRITTENDEN. Weshall be here next 
cei. it in justice to him, in justice to the country, and || there was some such pretext as that which the | year, and can provide for it. My ennandians in 
ee in justice to that parteof the Senate which sup- honorable Senator has suggested I have no sort of || 7, adi and nema. ’ . 
r om . rts this bill. a~Y wT : doubt, bat th " the ee of offense lay deeper | Ind | st flarther ce That this act shall continuc in 
a eeiih. Mr. CRII PENDEN, I shall never meet r _ wocsd think perfectly clear. I shall vote for || gree for one vear only from its passage. oa PS 
i the x nileman’s correcting me atany time; isha this amendment, | : ALTER? ; es oe 
What be glad to have any gentleman connect me when || Mr.GREEN. Let me correct the Senator by 2 ae ore - ns ae nae ea ply 
of t lam wrong. The Senator complains as though only a word in justice both to the memory of erueicee’s ee sea “to ae "The te will bs 
re tha [had interfered with his right of asserung and || Mayor Maury and Captain Goddard. Captain se ne : baba alin fo aad sunttene taies Seine, ‘Te it 
rep B maintaining bis opinions. Goddard remained in office for more than six ‘hs 1 pe p , = y i ois , ey a : ated a 
: Mr. GREEN. Notatall. months after Mr. Maury came in, and it was only || S28!! ©ver appear that the law hao + pares Leb eee 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have said no such | after the difficulty of which I spoke sprang up that |; ©? ™ peal it, but as to limiting SiO ® _— - 
sens: thing. I have treated the genteman with perfect | he was dismissed—not dismissed, but permitted | ——— simply ae limitation fs ees = 
pr respect. It was he, on the contrary, | thought, | gracefully to resign; but even after that, | am au- | Hobs besa OF & year ane. come Dace a 
into that manifested a controversial spirit towards me. thorized to say that Mayor Maury remark d,**it | yt SEWARD. ; I will barely say that I think 
then | He sees no harm, and perhaps I am wrong in || wasa great mistake, | ought to have retained Mr. me ze + aa a ei ial tl Sean Sain snes o 
eravely supposing that I do see that this is susceptible of || Goddard.’’ I say this in justice to both parties, thine aleoe ro duos thank aon cei ae alate 
ron end ajuse. ‘That is all that I have endeavored to call || to show that no political feelings were mixed up ee sy debate ini ilikis nied Mheidieiiaeaal d “pa ve 
. ¢ ss ; 7 ‘ 2» Sans . rit] appear IP our cities are occasional and temporary. 
justly, his attention to, and that of other Senators, to | with it, . S culee eaves eres tha: Siedeiaad Chee Gk 
der th judge whether it be so or not. The Senator can Phe question being taken on the amendment of eas y that this trouble once gotten. through 
eicenat see none, and if I were in his condition I should || Mr. Trumpuuu by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas with re fe idehiiile Taee ausite anal a Ee 
as ee se none. He has told ug that he has full confi- || 17, nays 29; as follows: ag ed leans ee { eel 2 felt the cade of 
> and | dence in the present President, and ail the Presi- | YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Broderick, Chandler, | ack . limitation of ehiie bill as he has proposed 
meat dents that are to succeed him. With full confi- | Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Foster, Hale, Harlan, | I sl 7 id : like 7 iran! : oe a , i 
ned this dence in them, 1 might have the same assurance || King, Seward, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—17. || Dut 1 Should not ike to umit it fo one years aus 
dt ves . a ae | NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bigss, Bigler, Bright, Brown, |, | suggest to my honorable friend to confine the 
iks it is that there would be no abuse; but worse Presi || Clay, Evans, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green. Gwin, Hammond, | operation of the bill to two years. Give it two 
Senator dents may me than Ne have. We pane not | sp enna arenes pneese of ean mes! trial acted 
ari a who they may be; and, therefore, we ought not || ot Tennessee, Jones, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, | MM. CRITTENDE ee . 7 
i i to evisiate for a good President only, but upon } ae Phomson of New Jersey, Wright, ler = non er I a cept the modifica- 
of thie the supposition that we may have a bad ane at hi ea a fai ek liste | Mr. HALE r would be betier to any three 
| propo: some time or other, and see that a measure which || °° ! codbasag RETREMS Wee Tejeges. oe = We shall | bat Ts Diente. Mensidded 
sales it is liable anepn, mpeceptibie of abuse, _ one | a U = e : : desire to ue the ane | eae enatiel a a - 
1 allow we inten for a good purpose, may not be abuse }; to strike out the fhitth section. dado not intend to 7 ep hn aS : 3 
wail his Mr. DOOLITTLE. Thisbill provides for rais- |) that is a portion of the bill which is liable to the vA0 Se sialihdens salsa Cae eile 
d dow mg an auxiliary force: for what? To execute the || abuse suggested, and that it is liable to abuse on | oe dads mutaine sshad will a pose at ‘is 
loer§ civil laws of the District of Columbia? Auxiliary account of importunity upon the President of the P . ned f : ’ cilis - : a ~~ eo d hale 
towhom? Is itto be made auxiliary to the Pres- || United States, on any occasion when there shall | oe eee a an yes preg ecg nd ag ae ‘ : ; 
veakior ident of the United States,as Commander-in-Chief || be a large assemblage here, to add one hundred | a i. te i a - - . ys 7 All ee ee 
or from of the Army, or is it to be made auxiliary to that |) men just for the purpose of getting the pay—a | ‘ ar f lise ao —o » yo ‘ hye ; ei i ane but 
ies power in the District of Columbia which executes || constant importunity upon him, and there is no | ae aa oC oe sr aera —s cs prompted 
Senator and administers the laws? I regard the amend- |! corresponding benefit to result from retaining it |, : o s . 2 “ a oo will Soi petiadind 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky asa very ma- |, 10 the bill. I think that power which lies in the | eer ea hed pre disc Jer, a ‘gags streets 7 
ar from terial one, and [ shall give it my hearty vote. The || local government, to call out at all times an addi- r The eee Semcedieisat The bill was 
aitemot simple reason for doing so I will state. The court tional citizen force, is better for an emergency, | edema as énmetaiial for ati ar readine. and 
she Gen of the District is the power which is to enforce | or at least it will answer for an emergency; and | was tend the third iene On 48a setae - 
was the ne civil law of the District, and the appointment | that this provision 1s liable to abuse, and liable Mr WILSON collins foe the ee aad navs 
m Ker- of the officers for that executive force which is to || to very serious objection, I'he President will be a a a pa’ a or raaiele oath 
soht not enforce the administration of the law, should be- || importuned, even agaist his will, to add a hun- | os Sil y nave 9: as Sol aetna’ rn P 
ow that long to that court in preference to being placed in dred men at two dollars a day, at any time when faoat M bie = Aller 5 Neate as Riess. Ricter. Bright 
vas why the power of the Executive, as the commander of there may bean additional assemblage of persons. | Brown, Chandler. ‘Clark, Clay, Dixon, houslas’ Sens, 
the re- the militia, the Army, and the Navy of the Uni- || I renew the motion to strike out the fifth section, |) Pessenden, Fitch, Foster, Green, Hammond,Houston, Hun 
ted States. I shall, therefore, vote for this amend- |, and ask for the yeas and nays. _ || ter, Iverson, Jolinson ot Arkansas, Jones, Kennedy, Mal- 
sch wir ment. I shall not detain the Senate by goinginto | Mr. WADE. I move that the Senate adjourn. | ware Mason, Pugh, Coeereree Da ee 
which | any examination of the subject. | Mr. BROWN. I hope not; we can get through | NAYS—Mesers. Beli. Broderick, Crittenden, Doolittle, 
rew that Mr. PUGH. I should like to ask the Senator || with this bill in a very few minutes. Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, and Trumbull 
at prop- rom W isconsin if he is aware that this court has 1 The motion to adjourn was notagreed to, there —9. : - 
to an i uo jurisdiction of crimes? It is the court that || being, on a division—ayes 15, noes 22. || On motion of Mr. BROWN, the title of the 
, proper, tries civil eases alone. 1) Mr. WILSON. On the motion made by the |, bill was amended by striking out the words 
ade that Mr. HALE. 1 wish to say a word in regard || Senator from Michigan, I call for the yeas and | *‘ public and private, before * property,’’ and in- 
lid make toa remark that fell from the Senator from Mis- || nays. _ |, serting ‘* persons and,”’ so as to read: 
Senatot Souri, He seemed to think that I had been want- | The yeas and nays were ordered; and being A bill to establish an auxiliary guard for the protection 
. amend lng inan act of justice or courtesy in regard toa || taken, resulted—yeas 24,nays 21; as follows: of persons and property, and repealing all acts herectotore 
1 think Slatement which [| had made about the removal i YEAS —Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Biggs, Broderick,Chand- | passed In reletion Co that abject. 
secutive. of Captain Goddard. The fact was, that I gotmy \| ler, Clark, Crittenden, Doolittle, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Fos- ARMY BILL. ‘. 
n, to th mormation from an old citizen of the District to- i! ter, Hate, Harlas. Houston, Hunter, J hnson of Tennesvee, A message was received from the House ot “ 
fe ae day, and the Senator leg ' - oan || ing, Seward, Simmons, Slidell, Stuart, Trumbull, Wil- | Reneehentatives: | ~ Aten, its Clerk, an- 
espons " e Senator got his from an oid citizen || oon and Yulee—24. |; Representatives, by Mr. : Clerk, § 
son. If of the District to-day,and he told me who he was. || NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Clay, Dix- || nouncing that the Liouse had concurred 1) the Lrst 


93 





me ‘nae = 


a 0 
Le 





i is 
, 


ae i ct 


- 


1474 


second . 
nr th amendm nts of the senate to the bill (H. 


i. No. 313) to provide for the organization of a | 


reeiment of mounted volunteers for the defense of 
the frontiers of ‘Texas, and to authorize the Presi- 
dent to call into the service of the United States 
four regiments of volunteers, and had concurred 
in the eighth amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment striking out the words, ** surgeons 

id assistant surgeons.’’ The eighth amendment 
of the Senate provided for detailing the commis- 
suries, quartermasters, surgeons, and assistant 
surgeons, of the new regiments from the regular 
Army. 

On motion of Mr. PUGH, the Senate concurred 
in the amendment of the House of Represenia- 
tives. 


ADMISSION OF OREGON. 


Mr. CLAY. I move that the S nate adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator allow me 
to report the Oregon bill? 

Mr. CLAY. 1 withdraw the motion for the 

resent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Committee on Territo- 
rics, to whom was referred the constitution of 
Oregon, have directed me to report a bill (S. No. 
239) for the admission of Oregon into the Union, 
and to ask that the constitution be printed. 

The bill was read and passed to a second 
reading, and the constitution was ordered to be 
print d. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate ad- 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpary, 4pril 5, 1858. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. J. Morseuu. 


“The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer 


LIMITATION OF ACTION. 


Mr. WHITE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to limit the commencement of action 
in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled an act (S. No. 176) to acquire cer- 
tain lands needed for the Washington aqueduct, 
in the District of Columbia; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

NEW REGIMENT BILL. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I desire very much to bring 
before the House this morning the volunteer bill 
with the Senate amendments. The amendments 
of the Senate are eight in number. Some of them 
are merely nominal, one dependent on the other. 
The Committee on Military Affairs have had the 
subject under consideration, and propose to con- 
cur in all the amendments of the Senate except 


one, They do not change the principle of the 
bill. If lean get the consentof the House to take 


up the bill, | will briefly explain the amendments. 
Mr. BURROUGHS. I object. 
Mr. QUITMAN. I move to suspend the rules. 
The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended—ayes 101, noes 25. 
‘The bill was then taken up, and the amend- 
ments separately considered. 


First amendment: 


Section one, page 1, line five, after the word “ author- 


ized” strike out the words “ and required.” 


Mr. QUITMAN. I will say, in explanation 


of that amendment, that the bill, as it passed the | 


House, authorized and required the President to 
call into service the regiment raised for service in 
Texas. The Senate propose to strike out the 
words *fand required,’ so as to leave it discre- 
tionary to call out a regiment or not, as the 
necessities of the service may require. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs recommend a concur- 
rence in that amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 understand the 
effect of this amendment to be to leave it discre- 
tionary with the President whether he will call 
out the regiments authorized or not. 

Mr. QUITMAN. That is the effect of it. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


. | 
third, fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, and | 


Second amendment: 

Page 3, section three, strike out the whole of this section, 
as follows: 

Src. 3. And he it further enacted, That all the officers of 
snid regiment of mounted men shall be appointed or se- 
lected in the manner prescribed by the laws of Texas. 


Mr. QUITMAN. I have only this to say, in 


explanation of this amendment, that another sec- 


tion places the organization of all the regiments | 
underthe regulations of the several States in which 


they are raised. The object of the section will 


therefore be accomplished, without this special | 


provision. 
House concur in this amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
if the President has not the appointment of the 
oflicers of these new regiments? 

Mr. QUITMAN. No,sir; they are appointed 
under the regulations existing in the States where 
they are raised. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 

Page 4, section four, line six, afler the word “ the” strike 
out the words ** northern and northwestern.’’ 

Mr. QUITMAN. I will say that the object 
of this amendment is to extend the operation of 
the regiments to be raised to the whole Indian 
frontier. The bill as it passed the House restricts 
their operation to the northern and northwestern 
frontier. Thissimply removes the restriction, and 
allows it to extend to the whole Indian frontier. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 

Page 4, section four, line eleven, strike out “ four,” and 
insert in lieu thereot * two.’? 

Mr.QUITMAN. Thatamendment is the most 
material amendment, and the Committee on Mil- 
itary Atfairs recommend aconcurrence in it. The 
original bill, asreported to the House and passed, 
authorized the President to call into service four 
additional regiments, besides the Texas mounted 
regiment. ‘The amendment of the Senate reduces 
the number of additional regiments to two. For 
the purpose of expediting the passage of the bill, 
the committee recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
the United States represent more particularly the 
views of the Administration, I concurred with a 
majority of the Committee on Military Affairs in 
recommending a concurrence in this amendment. 
At the same time, I adhere to the opinion which 
I expressed when the bill was originally before 
the House, that we should send a larger number 
of troops to Utah instead of a smaller number, 
for the reason that 1 believe there would be less 
bloodshed. I have no doubt myself on the ques- 
tion. 


1 wish at the same time to correct a statement | 
which appears in the debate of Friday, which re- | 


Supposing that the Senate of | 


We therefore recommend that the | 





lites to the cost of the United States Army estab- | 


lishment. 


I see bya misprintin the Globe I am | 


represented as saying that the cost of the Army | 
is $7,500,000. I said about fifteen million dollars. | 


Adding the cost of arsenals, and other military 
expenses of the Government, the amount will be 
increased toabout nineteen million dollars. Then 
adding the cost of the public buildings, and the 
entire expense will be about twenty million dol- 
lars. This is the explanation I wish to make. 
Mr. PHELPS. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Iowa, (Mr. Curtis,] I will say 
with reference to the debate which took place in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
on Friday last, upon the deficiency bill, that I 
was also guilty of a little inaccuracy. I concurred 
with the gentleman from Lowa in stating that the 
annual cost of maintaining the Army of the Uni- 
ted States was about fifteen million dollars. Since 
then, I have had placed in my hands an official 
document, from which I find that the annual ex- 


| pense of supporting the United States Army for 


the year ending June 30, 1856, was $13,577,559 61; | 


and that the cost for the year ending June 30, 
1857, was $13,802,860 76. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise toa point of order. 
Is this debate pertinent to the question pending 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is taking 
a rather wide range. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have made the only expla- 
nation I desired. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I desire the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs to 


| State whether the reduction proposed by thee, 
_ mittee is in accordance with the wishes of { 
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hek 
ecutive? 7” 
Mr. QUITMAN. I have no information ,, 
that point, save from what appears in the debar.. 
of the Senate. I had an interview, in the latter be : 
of last week, with the Secretary of War; and ks 
informed me that the War Department only a 
sired expedition in this matter, and was quite wi! ; 
ing to receive the Senate’samendmentto the Hows» 
bill. I did not learn whether there was any par 
ticular preference for five or for three regiments 
My own opinion, however, is, thatthe Administrs, 
tion would prefer the privilege of calling out fy, 
regiments, if deemed necessary. But I know t; 
it was stated in the committee room that, jy) 9) 
robability, no more than three regiments woy|, 
& required, including the Texas regiments. Up. 
derthatsupposition, while I concur with my frieng 
from Iowa, [Mr. Curtis,] in the opinion that fy. 
regiments will be needed, yet, as immediate action 
is so important, the Committee on Military Ar 
fairs recommend concurrence in the amendmey; 
of the Senate. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I wish to ask whether thy 
amendments made in the Senate leave the Texas 
regiments on the same ground as the other—th9; 
is, leaving it discretionary with the Executive jy 
call them out, or whether it is imperative? 
Mr.QUITMAN. On the same footing exactly, 
Mr. HUGHES. I desire to submit some ;. 
marks upon the bill, and as they are appropriay 
to this amendment, I propose to do so nov, 
Without intending to bring about delay or disad- 
vantage to the public service, I think the House 
ought to refuse to concur in this amendment. 
This bill proposes to fix the number of troops to 
be furnished by any one State at not less than a 
regiment. ‘That would operate very unequally; 
and I think that we ought to give a fair oppor. 
tunity to all the States desiring to furnish a pro- 
portion of troops, todo so. I am authorized to 
say that Indiana is prepared to furnish two regi- 
ments; but if there are only two regiments to be 
called into service, it is not right that only two 
States should have the privilege of furnishing 
them. | 


iar 
18 


id 
lid 


Therefore, I think this bill ought to | 
amended so as to permit a State to furnish a eom- 
pany or battalion. In order to get the bill toa 
stage where that can be done, I propose that th: 
House non-concur inthe amendment of the Senate. 

If the bill passes in its present form, there 
be some twenty or thirty regiments tendered 
the Executive. Two of these only will be ac 
ed; and the consequence will be, that, at the next 
session of Congress, large bills will be presented 
for indemnity by men who will have raised com- 
panies at their own expense, and have been re- 
fused to be mustered into service. 

For my part, I do not think that two regiments 
are sufficient for the wants of the service; and! 
will state why. Both these regiments, it is un- 
derstood, are to go with the Utah expedition, or 
else to garrison those forts from which the regu- 
lar troops are to be withdrawn to be sent to Uta’. 
This bill gives the State of Texas one regimen, 
to be raised within her own borders, for seli-de- 
fense against the Indians. I have no objection t0 
that part of the bill; buta portion of the country 
where the citizens have need to raise troops fur 
self-defense against the Indians more than any- 
where else, has been wholly overlooked in tus 
bill. I refer to the Territory of New Mexico, 0! 
the frontiers of which some ninety thousand !0- 
dians of the most warlike character are continually 
pressing—a Territory which contains men aces 
tomed to fight Indians, and who would be very 
glad to have permission to defend themselves 
This they cannot now do, because the intercou! 
laws are enforced there; and whenever the peu!’ 
in that Territory take up arms against the Indl- 
ans, they are liable to have the troops of the Uni- 
ted States arrayed against them. 

There are serious defects in this bill. In my 
opinion two regiments will be wholly inadequat®; 
and I think that this is as good a point as any 
other at which to refuse concurrenee. In order 0 
get the bill in a condition where it can be modi- 
fied and perfected, I submit a motion—in order to 
get the sense of the House on the amount of fore’ 
to be called out—to strike out the word ** wo 
from the Senate’s amendment, and insert the wo! 
** five.”’ St 

Mr. FAULKNER. I rise simply to notice &" 
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“¢ gentleman what he has just done. 


yn made by the gentleman from Keancke, | 


. Mans WALL,] and the gentleman from Mis- | 
: (Mr. (Quirman,] to a remark made by | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. I ar- 
lin the committee room after the bill, with 
, Senate’s amendments, had been disposed of 


ne committee. Some gentleman, I believe the 
: from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] inquired if 
\dministration would be satisfied with the 


I remarked that I had 
President would be satisfied with 
ill as it ¢ ‘ame from the Senate, although | 
id no direct co mmunication with him or the 
tary of Waron that point. I presume, how- 


slunteer regiments? 


2 that he 
ed that t 





_as the discretionary power is given to the 
lent to call out these re giments as the public 
es of the country may require, he cannot 
y the number being enlarged five, if 

is the pleasure of this ILouse. 
‘ir QUITMAN. I will suggest to the gentle- 


m In diana that his amendment is unneces- 
vif the House non-concur in the Senate 
!ments, then the bill will stand as it was sent 
this House. 
- OTERO. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a 
ords on the point made by the ge ntleman 
‘elena He has referred to the 


Territory | 


New Mexico and its condition at the present | 
One regiment is provided for the State of | 


vas—the only State which has provision for 
otection; the o nly State whic h has an over- 


rtre easury; ; the only State which has almost | 
ry hundred miles a military post; which 
military posts all over it. For that State, sir, 


provide a regiment by special provision; and 
Territories, whic h ‘the Government is 

| to protect, there is no protection provided. 
Territory of New Mexico we have men 
ng and able to protect our people. Instead, 
ver, of receiving any large amount of assist- 


from the regular Army, we aiford assistance | 
We furnish transportation and escorts for | 


rmy to Utah. Yet for this 
provision is made in this bill. 
and Apaches have beencommitting greatdep- 
nsthere. The 
lusive proof of this fact. Vhe tre oops who 
re stationed there have been withdrawn for ser- 
in Utah, Supplies and assistance are fur- 
hed to the army for Utah from that Territory 
his proven by the fact that Captain Mare y 
: there for those very supplies. I there- 
h ope that the House will agree to the propo- 
of the gentleman from Indiana, for a non- 
irrence In the Senate amendment, 
ire an increase of the volunteer force, in order 
taregiment may be raised in New Mexico. 
d hoped that, under the bill of this House, 
w Mexico would have been entitled to raise 
regiment. The men have been enlisted there 
that service; but if the Senate amendment pre- 
she will, Lam afraid, be left unprovided for. 
MARSHALL, of Kentucky. It is well 
ugh for the House to know that if the word 
‘wo’ be stricken out and ‘‘five’’ inserted, there 
i! be six regiments voted instead of five; there 
ibe one for Texas and five beside. 1 would al- 
he fear ofthe Delegate from New Mexico, and 
‘same time justify the committee, by stating 
no difficult y can be seen in the way of the 


ident orde ring any one of these reziments of 


inteers which may be raised to the Indian 
ler W he re there may be trouble 

t. HUGHES. The gentleman must perceive 

ut the Territory desires to protect itself by rais- 

* men for that pur pose who have for years been 


uined to the peculiar warfare of the Indian fron- | 


Owing to the intercourse laws, however, 
yare unable to go outand chastise the Indians 
ss they have the consent of the General Gov- 
Their property is carrie od of before 
ir faces by these Indians, who ought to be pun- 


hed, 


t 


al 
| withdraw my amendment, and move a non- 


ch will leave five regiments provided for. 
Mr, HOUSTON. 1 was going to suggest to 
1 confess 
Go not concur with him in a remark he 
“W out in reference to the intercourse law. | 
‘Hot think it has anything to do with the ques- 


applies under different circumstances and 
ther peo le. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I will say a 


t 


i 


Territory not a | 
The Nava- | 


Indian bureau can furnish | 


and to |! 


‘neurrence in the amendment of the Senate, 


clothe the President with power, if 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“word, I concur in the main in what has been 
said by the Dek rate from New Mexico. If this 
war with the Mormons continues, then a greater 


increase of force will be demanded. This bill will 
the Senate 
amendment be non-concurréd in, to call into ser- 
vice four regiments of volunteers, in addition to 
the regiment provided for ‘Texas. 
an amicable adjustment of the difficulty, there 
may eXist no necessity for calling them out; but, 
on the contrary, if the wargoes on—and Ido not 
pretend to an exact knowledge of all of the mili- 
tary necessities of the co ti. —! should suppose 
a larger increase than five regiments will be re- 
quired for 


its successful prosecution and speedy 


termination. It seems to me, that to avoid crip- 
pling the Administration, and in order to provide 
the means, not only to protect the frontier, but to 
secure peace in Utah, itis right that we should 
refuse to concur in the Senate’s amendment, and 
leave the discretion to the President to call into 


service the 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I make this remark without 
having had an opportunity to consult the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, who, of course, are 
better informed on this subject; and I make it be- 
cause I have been a fronticrsman on the extreme 
frontier for the last twenty ‘ars of my life. I 
have seen the sufferings of the frontiersmen, and 
i know that they have not been overstated. In 
my own State we have some twothousand troops. 
I learn that they have been ordered away to Utah. 
With that force there, even, ourcitizens have been 
murdered and despoiled of their property. During 
the last winter, depredations have ymmitted 
upon them; and it is believed that the Indians from 
north of Red river have been engaged in stealing 
horses and taking them to Utah, to be used there 
by the Mormons for their mounted troops. 

Mr. HUGHES. I desire toask the gentleman 
if these Indians who come down into Texas, do 
not pass also through the ‘Territory of New Mex- 
ico? 

Mr. REAGAN. They must of necessity pass 
through the ‘Territory of New Mexico. 
course, less informed about the ¢ 
Mexico than the Delegate from that Territory is; 
but I have no doubt that its exposed situation is 
such that it requires the action of the Federal Gov- 
ernment in protecting its citizens against the in- 
cursions of Indians. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Did the gentleman 
they had two thousand re 
‘Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. There were two thousand up 
to the time the orders arrived 
towards Utah. They are now 
that most of the troops in ‘Texas have already 
received orders to move. That frontier is now 
exposed, and the Indians are continually making 
inroads on the settlements, murdering the citizens 
and carrying awi ay their property. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. To whatextent does the order 
for removal 20? 

Mr. REAGAN. My underst 
extends to the whole force. The President in- 
formed me that he should order the troops in 
Texas and in Kansas to Utah. Ido not know 
that the entire force will be removed; but I im- 
agine that nearly the whole of it will be removed. 

There is another fact which ought to address 
itself to the attention of gentlemen upon this floor. 
Many here speculate upon the protection of the 
frontier of the United States, and look to calcula- 
tions of dollars and cents. It is to be remembered 
that immigration, the occupation of the public 
lands, the settling of the Territories of the coun- 
try, is the great instrumentality for reducing the 
Territories of the United States to civilization and 
improvement, and it can only be done.by the fos- 
tering care and protection of ‘the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Any man who has been upon the frontier, and 
who has seen the difficulties that surround the 
fronticr settlements, end their insecurity when 
unprotected by the Government, will at once ap- 
preciate the necessity of giving them ample pro- 
tection. I need scarcely remark that the fi actofa 
double line of frontier now being created by the 
settlement of the Pacific coast, that the fact that 
Utah and New Mexico stand isolated and sur- 


number of regiments proposed in this 





bye en ct 


ondition of New 


say that 
egular troops now ih 


for them to move 
moving. I believe 


anding is that it 


| rounded by frontier, and the fact that the lines of 


travel across the continent are necessary to be pro- 


If there can be ! 


lam, of 
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a necessity for an enlarged military 
that pratection to the ex untry which 
is Necessary to secure the advancement of the 
frontier settlements of the country, and the de- 
velopment of the great undeveloped resources of 
the western wilderness. 

In view of these facts, and of the fact that we 
are now, perhaps, involved in a war with Utah, 
which may require a largely increased force, I 
have deemed it not out of Pp lace to suggest that I 
would like to see the House refuse to coneur in 
the amendment of the Senate, and leave the Pres 
ident authority to order out five regiments instead 
of three. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. 
tion. 

Mr.QUITMAN. Willthatcove 
ments? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. QUITMAN. 1 hope the 


Louisiana will allow me 
1, 


tected, create 
force to give 


I move the previous ques 


ralltheamend 


centleman from 
to offer an amendment, 
in behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to one of the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I withdraw the previous 
question for that purpose. 

Mr. QUITMAN. [move to amend the eighth 
amendment of the Senate by striking out the 

vords tant surgzeons.’’ That 
will le: the surgeons and assistant surgeons to 
be appointed in the States in which the regiments 

are raised, instead of bei ing appointe d by the Pres- 
ident. This is desired by the Secretary of War, 
inasmuch as there are not enough surgeons in 
ie Army for any to be detac ‘on d for this service. 
The Military Committee therefore recommend 
that they shall be selected by the States, accord- 
ing to the State laws. They propose, however, 
to concur in that portion of the Senate’s amend- 
which provides that quartermasters and 
commissaries shall be appointed by the President. 
| now move the previous question, 

‘The previous question was seconded; 
main question was ordered to be put; being upon 
agreeing to the fourth 3 amendment of the Senate. 

“Mr. STEVENSON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
inte rrupte “l by 

Mr. SAVAGE, who said: I desire to under- 
stand this question. lLunderstand that the 


} 
ls ** surgeons and assis 





ment 


and the 


but was 


Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs recommend a non-con- 
currence in this amendment. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. No, sir; the committee rec- 


ommend a concurrence. 


Mr. QUITMAN. [ ask po of the 


‘rmission 


House to make a simple explanation of the char 
acter of the recommendation of the Committce 
on Military Dg 

Mr. HU GHE I wish to ask the gentleman 
if these amen es nts were referred to that com 
mittee ? 

Mr. RELSEY. I object to debate. 


Mr. QUITMAN. The 
“ommittee has been misunderstood. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. It 
is — cted to. 

Mr. AVERY. I hope the objection will be 
withdr awn, 80 that we may understand what the 
recommendation of the committee ts. 

Mr. KELSEY. 1 withdraw the objection. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I have buta word of ex- 
planation to make. 

' Mr. ELLIOTT. I must object, 
House will allow a reply to be made 
tleman from Mississippl. 

Mr. QUITMAN. 1 beg the gentleman to un- 
derstand that he does injustice to the commitiee. 
The co:mmittee has been misunderstood here. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. QUITMAN. [shall occupy less time than 
this discussion has already done. Upon the pub- 
lication in the newspapers of the amendments 
adopted | ry the Senate, the Committee on Military 
Affairs of this House. immediately took up thos: 
amendments; to ascertain whether J, as« hair man, 
should report to the House, when the amendinents 
came up, in favor of concurring or of non-concu: 
ring. We determined toact promptly. We acted 
in the belief and upon information that the Pri 
ident did not desire more than two additional regt- 
ments besides the Texas regiment. “Phe commit- 
tee preferred the bill which they had reported to 
the House, giving the Presideut authority to call 


action of the Military 


unless the 
to the 


s' ne- 
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out four regiments, but they yielded to the wishes 
of the War Department upon the subject, and | 
have reported the action of the commuttce. Since 
hen the Committee on Military Affairs have held 
no meeting, but [have received information which 
convinces me, in my own mind, that the Admin- 
istration, upon reflection, would prefer the power 
of calling out five regiments. Believing that, under 
the circumstances, the Senate will recede from its 
amendment, | shall, although I have moved to 
coneur, vote, as I believe a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Military affairs will, not to concur, but 
to leave the bill, in this respect, as it originally 
assed the Llouse. 

Mr. STANTON. Lunderstood the gentleman 
to say that the Secretary of War, in person, in- 
formed him that he would be satisfied with either 
the House or the Senate bill. Is that so? 

Mr. QUITMAN. Yes, sir; on the rround 
that dispatch is important. The Administration 
would be satisfied with either, but I take it that 
they would prefer the Elouse bill. 

The call of the roll was then resumed and com- 
pleted, with the following result—yeas 113, nays 
102; as follows: 

Y¥Y FAS—Mesers. Abbott, Andrews, Barksdale, Bennett, 
Rillinghurst, Bliss, Boyce, Branch, Brayton, Buthuton, 
Burroughs, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cobb, 
Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Bur 
ton Craige, Crawtord, Curry, Curtis, Damre!l, Davis ot 
Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of lowa, Dawes, 
Dean, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, English, Farnsworth, Pen 
ton, Foley, Foster, Garnett, Giddings, Gooch, Goodwin, 
Granger, Gregg, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Haskin, liickman, 
Hill, Howard, dan :, Jackson, George W. Jones, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Jacob M. Kunkel, Leach, 
Leiter, Loveioy, MeQueen, Matteson, Miiler, Millson 
Morgan, Morrill, Isaac N. Mortis, Freeman I. Morse, Oli 
ver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, 
Pettit, Pike, Potter, Powe, Vurviance, Ready, Rieaud, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, Henry M. Shaw, Jolin 
Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Shorter, Stallworth, Stan 
ton, William Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, Tomp 
kins, Tree, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge. Waldron, 
Walton. Cadwalader C. Washburn, Bilibu B. Washburne, 
Israel) Washburn, Wilson, Wood, Augustus R. Wiiglit, and 
Zollicotfer—113 

NAY 3 —Messre. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, 
Bingham, Bishop, Blair, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Bur 
nett, Burns, Caskie, Chapman, Horace FP. Clark, Jolin B. 
Clark, Ciay, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Cormnug, Cox, 
James Craig, Davidson, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Mis 
sissippi, Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Gartrell, Gillis, Gilmer, Goode, Greenwood, Groves 
beck, Harian, J. Morrison Harris, Hateh, awkins, Uoard, 
Hopkins, Horion, Houston, Jenkins, Jewett, J. Glancy 
Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Johbn C. Kunkel, Lamar, Law 
rence, Leidy, Leteher, MeKibbin, Humpurey Marsiiall, 
Samuel 8. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Moore, Ed 
ward Joy Morris, Niblack, Pendieton, Peyton, Phelps, Phil- 
lips, Powell, Quitman, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, 
Sandidge, Savage, Seales, Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron 
Shaw, Sickles, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Williain 
Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stephenson, James A. Siewart, 
‘Talbot, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, Ward, Warren, Wat 
kins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, Wortendyke, 
and John V. Wright—102. 


So the fourth amendment of the Senate was 
concurred in. 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. WORTENDYKE stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Hivyter,was detained from the House 
by sickness. 

Mr. BONHAM. Asa member of the Military 
Committee, | voted ‘tay.’’ LT understood, how- 
ever, the chairman of the committee to say, that 
it would be desirable that the Administration 
should be at liberty toe mploy the enure four regi- 
ments. Is that so? 

Mr. MORGAN. LI object to debate. 

Mr. BONHAM. Then I beg leave to change 
my vote, and vote ‘* no.”’ 

Mr. AVERY. I voted “ay,” thinking that 
that was the wish of the committee. I change 
my vote now, in accordance with the will of the 
committee, and vote ** no.’’ 

Mr. HiALL, of Ohio, asked leave to vote, 
stating that he was not within the bar, but in the 
lobby, when his name was called. 

Mr. KUNKEL, of Pennsylvania. Is not this 
whole room considered within the bar? 

The SPEAKER. The Hall is. 

Mr. KUNKEL, of Pennsylvania. Well, I un- 
derstand the gentleman to say he was within the 
Hall. 

Mr. HALL, of Ohio. I was outside the first 
door. 

The SPEAKER. According to the understand- 


99 


ing of the Chair, the gentleman is not entitled to i] 


vote. 


Mr. HALL, of Ohio. Then I ask unanimous 


consent to do so. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. KELSEY. I object; asl always will ander 
such circumstances. 

After the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. HUGLIES. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendment was concurred 
in. ‘ 

Mr. KELSEY. I move to lay the motion on | 
the table. 

Mr. FLORENCE, 
and nay 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 11], nays 100; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Barksdale, Bennett, 
Billinghburst, Bingham, Bliss, Boyce, Branch, Brayton, But- 
finton, Burlingame, Burroughs, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Horace FP. Clark, Clawson, Ciingman. Cobb, Clark B. Coch- 
rane, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, Curtus, Damreil, Davis of indiana, Davis 
of Massachuseus, Davis of Lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dodd, Dow 
dell, Duriee, Edie, English, Penton, Foley, Poster, Garnett, 
Giddings, Gilman, Gooeh, Granger, Greag, Grow, Robert B. 
Mali, arian, Piekman, Horton, Howard, Jackson, George 
W. Jones, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Leach, Leiter, 
Lovejoy, Matteson, Millson, Morgan, Morn, Edward Joy 
Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Potter, Pottle, 
Purvianee, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Royce. Henry M. shaw, John Sherman, Judson W. Sher 


man, Shorter, Sta I 


On that I call for the yeas 






hworth, Stanton, William Stewart, Tap- 
pan, Thayer, Thompson, ‘Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Ellinn B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Wood, 
Augustus R. Wright, and Zollicotfer—111. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, All, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, 
ishop, Blair, Boeock, Bonham, Bowie, Bryan, Durnett, 
urns, Caskic. John B. Clark, Clay, John Cochrane, Coek 
erill, Corning, Cox, James Craig, Davidson, Davis of Mary 
land, Davis of Mississippi, Dewart, Dunmick, Edmundson, 
Bibtotr, Eustis, Florenee, Gartrell, Gillis, Gilmer, Goode, 
Greenwood, Groesbeck, Lawrence W. Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Watch, Hawkins, Hill, Hopkins, Houston. Unghes, 
Jewett, J. Glanev Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Jacob M. 
Kunkel, Lawrence, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, MeKibbin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Mont 
gomery, Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Pendieton, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Reagan, Reilly, 
Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Seales, Scott, Seward, 
Aaron Siiaw, Sie ekle , Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Sinith, Spiuner, Stevenson, James A. 
Srewart, Talbot, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, Trippe, 
Ward, Watkins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, 
Wortendyke, and John V. Wright—100, 





» 
, 


I 
I 
Bi 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

The fifth, sixth, seventh, and ninth amend- 
ments of the Senate were severally concurred in. 

The eighth amendment was reported, as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of the fifth section, add: 

Except the quartermasters, commissaries, surgeons, and 
assistant surgeons, Who shall be detailed from their respect- 
ive departments in the reguiar Army of the United States. 

Mr. QUITMAN. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs recommend coneurrence with the 
eight amendment, with anamendment,as follows: 

Insert, after the word ‘* quartermasters,’’ the 
word *fand,’’ and strike out the words ** surgeons 
and assistant surgeons,”? 

The amendment is simply to allow the quarter- 
masters and commissarics to be appointed by the 
Preside nt, and the surgeons and assistant sur- 
geons to be selected b Y the States. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 

o;and the amendment, as amended, was con- 
acs In. 

Mr. QUITMAN moved to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the amendments were re- 
spectively concurred in; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL—CLOSE OF DEBATE. 
Mr. LE TCHER. 


lution: 


I offer the following reso- 


Resolved, That the resolution heretofore adopted, closing 
the debate on House bill No. 305 on Friday last, be rescinded; 
and that the debate in committee shall be extended to the | 
rising of the committee on to-morrow ; provided the debate 
shall be conffned to the provisions of the bill. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I would like to move to post- 
pone this debate until the information asked for 
in a resolution which I desire to propose shall 
have been received. 

Mr. LETCHER. That has nothing to do with 
this bill. The gentleman can offer his resolution 
to-day; and if objection be made, he can move to 
suspend the rules. 


The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the | 


reception of the resolution offered by the gentle- | 


man from Virginia? 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I object. I think | 
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that five minutes’ debate is better than the 
de bate. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the gent}, 
withdraw his objection, because there 
men on both sides of the House anxiou 2 ta 
cuss this bill; and | regard itas impor; ant nt 
they should have an opportunity of doing s,,_ , 
that longer than five minutes should |e 
the Ma 


r 


man wv 


i 


. SHERMAN, of Ohio. My o} jectio 
thi ~ if the hour debate is c xtended, we wii] h 
three or four genteman consuming the whole, 
in discussing the meritsof the bill general y. . 
under the five-minutes rule, debate wil! by 
to the particular point under consideration 

Mr. LETCHIER. The gentleman ion 
the five-minutes debate in addition to the ¢ 
so that it ought to be much more satisfac: 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. FT object, 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I move to Suspe nd 
rules. 

The rules were suspended; and the regoly: 
was reecived. 

Mr. LETCHER moved the previous ques 
on the adontion of the resolution. 

Mr. STANTON. I would suggest to tho o, 
fleman from Virginia to limit the debate to ty. 
or thirty minutes. It seems to me that that y 
be more generally satisfactory than the hour , 
bates. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would have to get the ry\,¢ 
suspended to get at that. 

Mr. STANTON. Not atall. 

Mr. LETCHER. Certainly I would. 

Mr. STANTON. I submit that there js yy 
difficulty in amending the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. “TheC hair sees no objeetin 
to offering any amendment that is germane to 
resolution. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then,as it seems to bet 
desire of gentlemen to limit speeches to thirty p 
utes, | have no objection to offer that as an aux 
ment. 

Mr. HOUS TON. I have no objection tot 
amendment; but I object to there being a 1 
adopted, for the government of the House, wii 
violates another rule that, I think, ought nor 
be violated. ldo not object to thirty minut 
I think it is long enough. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 understood the previous 
question was asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from V 
ginia has the control of the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. One of the ru 
of the [louse is, that no member shall speak m 
than one-hour. If an amendment be adop! 
limiting debate to thirty minutes, will that not 
a change of the rules, and will it not requi 
either a suspension of the rules, or unanim 
consent ? 

The SPEAKER, It will require a two-thirds 
vote to suspend the rules 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ do not object 
the amendment; but [ wish it to come in by unan- 
imous consent, so that it shall not be consider 
as a precedent hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion th" 
a two-thirds vote will make it perfectly comp 
tent and in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The amend 
can be received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object. 

-Mr. LETCHER. ‘Then take the vote on' 
resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order to suspend t! 
rules soas to admit the modification? The House 
evidently desire that there should be thirty mi 
utes debate. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question 
demanded. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. If the previous ques 
tion is not seconded, will not the resolution thei 
be open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER It will. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will modify his resoiution so as to Pr" 
vide for thirty minutes debate. 

| Mr. LETCHER. I have no objection to th 
amendment being offered. 


a 


|} «Mr. CLINGMAN. I move, then, toadd tot 


mitted 
de- 


resolution ** and that no member shall be pert 
| to occupy more than thirty minutes 10 sal 
, bate.” 


Mr. SEWARD. Do I understand the Chair to 
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aide that the rules have been suspended so as to 


Yule the gentleman from North Carolina to offer 

« amendment? : ‘ 

Phe SPEAK ER. The resolution is before the 
House for consideration, and the Chair thinks the 
"odment is pertinent to the resolution, 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to learn if the House 
roa the right to adopt this resolution, which 
‘anges the rules, without suspending the rules for 

. purpose ? . 

rieSPEAKER. The Chair has not so decided. 
Mr. SEWARD. Itis clearly a change of the 


4 


ries. 
~The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amend- 
ont isin order; but it will require a two-thirds 
. ite to adopt it. 
“Mr, LE'CHER. I suppose, of course, this 
joes not apply to the hour to which I am entitled 
. close the debate ? 

Mr. KEITT. IL suppose it embraces all mem- 
ors, The gentleman from Virginia is entitled, 
ynder the rules, to an hour to make the closing 


| 


enoeeti; but if this resolution supersedes the rules, | 


‘ye gentleman will not be entitled to the whole 
| ir. 
“The SPEAKER. The resolution will only op- 
crate upon the general debate. 

Mr. LETCHER. IL accept the amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to the amendment, 
as | understand it will rescind the former order of 
the House. I make that point of order. 

‘he SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
the Chair. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
ov the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to lay the resolution 
unon the table. If the rules of the House can be 


I appeal from the decision of 


overridden—— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, | move to lay the 
resolution on the table. That is in order. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the House ad- 

im. {Laughter.] 
' The motion was not agreed to. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolution as modified. 


I move to lay the appeal | 


Mr. SEWARD. I demand the yeas and nays. | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
two-thirds vote ? 


Does it require a | 


The SPEAKER. The resolution proposes a | 


change of the rules, and it will require a two- 
thirds vote to adopt it. 


Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the call for the 


yeas and nays, because I do not think that I can | 


carry it. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the | 


vote by which the resolution was adopted; and | 


also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SUPPLIES FOR THE ARMY. 


Mr. LOVEJOY offered the following resolu- 


ton; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 


lish this House, with the least possible delay, a full and | 
minute statement of all contracts made in connection with | 


the 


Utah expedition, the names of the persons with whom 


‘uel contracts were made, and also the prices paid, or to be | 


paid, forhorses, mules,corn, and all other articles furnished 


Morsaid expedition; the places where the horses, mules,&c., | 


“eto be delivered, and the prices to be paid for transporta- 
ton of all such supplies; also designating what contracts, 
any, were made without public notice or advertisement, 
40 if advertised, in what mode, and at what places. 


Mr. BURNETT obtained the floor. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is it in order to move the 
postponement of the further consideration of the 
“elcieney bill until we obtain this information? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not on the 
Soor to make the motion. 

Mir, LOVEJOY. Then I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
“nd also move that the motion to reconsider be 
‘aid upon the table. 

ie latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. BURNETT. I ask the unanimous con- 
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sent of the House to submit the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Printing be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of suspending the 
printing of any books which may have been ordered by any 
previous Congress; and if the printing of any of said books 
has been commenced, that they inquire how far the work 
has progressed, and whether itis proper to discontinue their 
publication, and pay for the work which may have been 
done ; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose I have indicated. 

The rules were suspended. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

POLICE LAW FOR WASHINGTON. 

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Speaker, a resolution was 
adopted by this House instructing the Committee 
for the District of Columbia to inquire into the 
condition of the police of this city, with a view to 
ascertain its ability to protect the persons and 
property of citizens, and the committee at the 
same time were empowered to report at any time. 
The committee has discharged that duty. It has 
had the subject under consideration, and has 
arrived at the conclusion that the present police 


| is utterly inadequate. Ithas agreed upon areport 


unanimously, and have instructed me to report to 
the House a bill to establish an auxiliary guard 
for the protection of public and private property 
in the District of Columbia, and repealing all acts 
heretofore passed in relation to that subject. 
Mr. Speaker, on the billitself IL have a very few 
words tosay. While the general provisions of the 
bill command my approbation, | doubt whether 
the salaries fixed for the men of the police force 
are enough. I would be willing to pay them a 
higher salary. The bill contains appropriation 
necessary to carry its provisions into effeet, and 
under the rules, the Speaker may deem it his duty 
to send the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 


| the state of the Union, there to receive its first 


consideration. As its importance and urgency 

demand immediate action, I’ move that the rules 

be suspended, so that it may receive immediate 
action in the House. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
is as follows: 

A bill to establish an auxiliary guard for the protection of 
public and private property in the city of Washington, and 
repealing all acts heretotore passed in relation to that sub- 
ject. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
there be established an auxiliary guard or watch for the pro- 
tection of public and private property. and for the enforce 
ment of the police regulations of the city of Washington, to 
consist of a chief, at an annuai salary of 32,0.03; one cap 
tain, at an annual salary of $1,200; four lieutenants, at an 
annual salary of S800 each; and one lundred men, at an 
annual salary of $600 each; tobe paid mon'hiy. The chief 
of the auxiliary guard shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice aud conseut of the Senate ; and the 
captain, lieutenants, and men, shall be appointed by the 
chief, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
and may be dismissed by the chief at his pleasure, or upon 
the order of the said Secretary. 

Sec. 2. And be it f rther enacted, That the guard hereby 
established shall be divided by the chief into squads of con- 
venient size ; and the said chief is also authorized and em- 
powered to establish guard-houses at such points in the city 
of Washington as he inay designate, subject, however, to 
the approval of the Secretary ot the Interior. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Mayor of 
Washington, the district attorney for the District of Colum 
bia, the marshal of the said District, and the ehief of the 
auxiliary guard are hereby authorized and required to 
make and establish rules and regulations for the govern. 
ment of said guard, and to prescribe such arms for the use 
of the guard as they may deem necessary, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the sum of five 
thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 


| annually as a contingent fund, to be expended under the 
| direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to carry out the 


purposes of this act in the suppression of crime and detec- 
tion of criminals in the city of Washington. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That whenever in the 
judgment of the President of the United States the same 


| may be required, he be, and is hereby, authorized to order 


such temporary increase of the guard as in his opinion may 
be expedient, not to exceed two hundred men, who shall 
be paid at the rate of two dollars per day while in service, 
and be dismissed so soon as, in the epinion of the President, 
their services may no longer be required. 
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Sec. 6. 4nd be it further enacted, That each member of 
| the guard shall be required to wear a uniform dress at all 
| hours when on duty, and on his hat, or cap, or breast, such 
number as may be assigned him. The captains and licu- 
tenants, at all times, day and night, shall wear an official 
| badge, and said uniforms, badges, and numbers hereby re- 
quired to be worn, shall also be prescribed by the chief, and 
shall be made public in the newspapers in Washington for 
one month after first prescribed, and shall not thereafter be 
| changed. 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
| of acts heretotore passed, authorizing or relating to the em- 
ployment of an auxiliary watch or guard, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed ; this section to take effect so soon as 
the chief shall report to the Secretary of the Interior that 
| he has thirty men enrolled and ready for duty. 

Sec. 8. 4nd be it further enacted, Thatthe sum of money 
necessary to carry this act into effect, not to exceed $100,000, 
| be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 

in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. - 


Mr. GOODE. 


I hope that it will not be ne- 


‘| cessary to discuss the provisions of this bill. The 


circumstances of the times, the daily occurrence 
of murders and robberies in this city, imperiously 
demand that Congress shall take immediate and 
efficient action. 

Mr. STANTON. What is the question before 
the House ? 

Mr.GOODE., I shall move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. As the bill contains an ap- 
propriation, it will be necessary that it shall be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, unless the rule upon that sub- 
ject be suspended. 

Mr. KELSEY. I hope the bill will be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, because I desire to offer an amend- 
ment providing that the police force shall be ap- 
pointed by commissioners to be elected by the 
treeholders of this District. [ want to disconnect 
it entirely from politics. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. He has no right to discuss the proposition. 

Mr. KELSEY. I merely wished to say, that 
I hope the bill will go to the Committee of the 

| Whole on the state of the Union, in order that I 
/ may offer an amendment when it comes up. 

Mr. GOODE. Ofcourse, I shall be willing to 
allow time for any reasonable explanation and 
discussion; but I am not willing to discuss the 
propriety of the election of this force by the free- 
holders of the city of Washington. 

Mr. STANTON. I want to know if there is 

/adebatable question pending? 

Mr. GOODE, Well, allow me to make a mo- 

| tion. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere any objection to the 
consideration of this bill in the House? 

| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, Mr. STAN- 
TON, and Mr. KELSEY objected. 
Mr. GOODE. I move that the rule requiring 
a bill containing an appropriation to be considered 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union be suspended. 
| Mr.STANTON. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 
[Cries of **Oh, no,’”’ and *‘ let us try it with- 
out.’’] 
Mr. STANTON. Well, | withdraw the call. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I renew it. Let 
us have the yeas and nays. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Yes; I want 
the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
116, nays 89; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, 
| Barksdale, Biiss, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Chapman, John B. Clark, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Corning, 
Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Curry, Davidson, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dean, Dewart, Dimmick, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Elliott, Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Gillis, Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Grow, Lawrence 
W. Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, Hickman, Hopkins, Houston, 
| Hughes, Jackson, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
| Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Jacob M. Kunkel, John 
©. Kunkel, Lamar, Landy, Lawrence, Leidy, Letcher, 
| Maclay, McQueen, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maynard, Miles, 
Miller, Millson, Montgomery, Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, 
Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Purviance, Ready, Rea- 
gan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, Savage, Scales, Scott, Searing, 
Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Sickles, Singleton, Samuet A. 
Smith, William Smith, Stallworth, Stephens, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, Talbot, Tappan, George Taylor, Miles 
Taylor, Underwood, Ward, Warren, Watkins. White, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, Wortendyke, Jobn V. 
| Wright, and Zollicoffer—116. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Braytoo, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burroughs, 
Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Fzra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 

| Comins, Covode, Crawford, Curtis, Damrel!, Davis of Ma- 
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cy 
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rviand. Dav if Indiana, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Durfee, 
I, i larnsw 1, Fenton, Foster, Gilman, 
G h.« ‘ Robert B. Wall, Harlan. J. Mor- 
rinon Has li . Hill, Hoard, Horton, Howard, Kel 
loga, Kk ~o . Knapp, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, 
Hump Marshall, Mason, Morgan, Mornil, Edward Joy 
Ml J N. Morris, Oliver A. Morse, Mur ay, Nichols, 
( i I . Pettit, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Quitman, 
iF id, Ritehie, Robbins, Roberts, Royee, Seward, Aaron 

j i Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Stanton, 
Wi m wart, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Trippe, 
Vi Vaidron, Walton, Cadwalader C.Washburn, Eliiu 
B. Washburne, Israel] Washburn, Wilson, and Wood—&89. 


So (two thirds not v iting in favor thers of) the 
rule Was not sus pe nded, 

Mr. GOODE. I shall submit a motion which 
I hop will meet with the 
i} Louse—on that side as wellasupon this. I move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and made the 
special order of the day for Wedn lay next, 
and from day to day thereafter until disposed of. 

Mr. COLFAX. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia a question. 

Mr. GOODE. I wish tosay to gentlemen that 
I hope. notwithstanding the vote which has just 
been taken, that in consideration of the absolute 
necessity of a police for this city, the House— 

nt other side as well as on this— 





approbation of this 


lemen upon the 
will, by a two-thirds vote, make this bill a special 
order, 


Mr. POTTLE. 


I will say to the centleman 


from Virginia that we are ready to act upon itto- 
day—at least I believe that to be the sentiment 
upon this side of the House. We desire that the 
bill shall b referred to the Committ of th 
Whole on the state of the Union, in order that 
we may offer some amendments, but w ready 


to act to-day. 


Mr. GOODE. Wi nnot acton this billin the 
Committee of the Whole ont tate of the Union 
to-day, because the deficiency bill is in the way. 
I will move, however, if that meets the views of 
rentliemen, that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the st of the U1 ion, 
and made the sp | order for to-day 

Mr. FOSTER. I would inguire wh r the 
bill} 3 been) dl ? 

The SPEAKER It] ! 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I object to 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia. I 
want to see the bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. =I would like to ask a question 
of the gentleman from Virginia. It must be evi- 
dent to the gentleman that there are great objec- 


i } ! i > I — p 
tions to this bill, on this side of the Liouse, and 


perhaps he can remove them by an answer. 
would like to know whether he hasany cuarantee 
that this police foree, if authorized by Congress, 
will b lon-partisan police—that is to say, that 
t will | lected fre st men, regardless 
f party consideratio Ve have a partisan 
police in this city now, a wantno more such; 
for human life is as here as it is inthe 





Alns or the Ny nni tlem nupon this side 


of the House will ec perate with him in the es- 

tablishment of a good and efficient p force. 
Mr.GOODE. lea tagive the ntleman any 

fruarantee on the subject -_ lice are to be 


j f; and I can only say that 
itis not desired, by any party within my knowl- 
edee, that the force should be ofa partisan char- 

‘ter. The whole object is to provide an effect- 


ual police for the city. IT disdain to bring party 


appointed by the cl 


or religious ¢ iderations into the question, 
Mr. BURNETT. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Virginia, 1 desire to state to the 
leman from Indiana, that this bill was agreed 
usly, as | understand, by the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and that the 
‘that committee in reporting the bill was to 
ty of Washington an efficient police, 
without reference to anything like party. 

Mr. WASHUBURNE, of Minois. Why should 
the Government be cailed upon to pay the ex- 
pense ‘ 

Mr. BURNETT. The reason why we puta 
provision in the bill that Government should pay 
lor it Was - 

Mr. DAVIs, of Maryland. 
tion pending 

The SPEAKER. To refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Can that motion 
be entertained without a suspension of the rules? 


‘Phe SPEAKER. 


What is the mo- 


The only other dispositions 


THE Co! 


thatcan be made of it are, to recommit, to lay on 
the table, and to postpone. 
Mr. LEITER. ILwould suggest to the friends 
of the bill that perhaps we had better agree on 
| some time. I voted against the suspension of the 
rules, because we have not had time to consider 
the bill. Itis such an important measure that | 
think we ought to act promptly. Bat I am un- 
willing to act on such an important measure in- 
considerately—a measure which might bring on 
the country evils greater than those we are trying 
to provide against. I have not consulted any gen- 
tleman on this side of the House, but I would 
suggest that the bill be committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and its consideration fixed for Wednesday next, 
and until disposed of. 

Mr. GOODE. I agree to that. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That can- 
not be done without a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It requires a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Iwantto say to my colleague 
that general debate on the deficiency bill will term- 
inate on Tuesday evening. The five minutes’ 
debate then comes on, which will occupy all of 
Wednesday. 

Mr. GOODE. Well, say Thursday. I wish 
to say, inall candor, to the gentleman from Ohio, 
that L have no wish to force this bill on the House 
without due consideration. [I am very willing to 
have its consideration fixed for Wednesday or 
Thursday, with the understanding that it shall 
proceed from day to day until disposed of. But 


it is sue@ested that the deficiency bill will be under |, 


consideration on Wednesday. I hope, therefore, 
that the gentleman from Ohio will be willing to 
eo into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union now, when we will have an opportu- | 


nity of considering, seriatim, the provisions of the 
bill. 

Mr. LEITER. The bill is not printed; and, 
for one, Lam unwilling to consider it until it is 
printed and before us. 

Mr. GOODE. Very well; let it go till Wed- 
nesday. 

Mr. LEITER. I would suggest furt! 
though I know that the it one 
—that we postpone this matter till an early day 
next week, when the deficiency bill will have been 
disposed of; and then let us consider it and per- 
fect in such a manner as wil! make it effectual. 

Mr. GOODE. LIlow many murders will be 
perpetrated between this time and next week ? 

Mr. LEITER. Not more, on an average, than 
one and a halfa day; and we can probably stand 


t till that time. 


r—al- 


emergency Is a @ 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Since I have been a mem- 
ber of this Llouse, we have been making appro- 
priations for the police of this city; and the great- 
est performance that [ever knew them to do, was 
irprise themattending church 
ntalate hour of the night. If they were told that 
there was a fugitive slave in the city, every one 
of them would be on the alert. Tam opposed to 
making a special order for the protection of sla- 
very within the District. If the bill restores to 
freedom the slaves held here, | will vote for it. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. lam sorry for that. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 object to any debate 
that 1s out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair isin some doubt 
as to whether, pending a question to refer the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, the general merits of the question can be 
discussed. The Chairrefers the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Gippines] to the 133d rule, which di- 
| rects that all proceedings touching appropriations 

of money shall be first discussed in Committee of 
| the Whole House. The Chair is of opinion that 

it would be, perhaps, straining the rule to allow 
the merits of the question to be discussed at this 
stage of the bill except the House had suspended 
the operation of the rule requiring it to be consid- 
ered first in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I did not intend to discuss 
the question. I merely objected to its being made 
a special order. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman over the way that we might harmoniously 
agree to remove the capital of the nation to some 

' place where the people will protect themselves 


to catch negroes, orsi 
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| all bills making appropriations shall be first cou- 


| kins, Wade, Waldron, and Eljihu B. Washburne—- 
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the capital in my State, we will not call vy; nchop, Bl 
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vont i 
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Government to supply a police force to n eran, Bud 
the citizens from the violence of rudiians. — I gn oo 
gest that, by way of compromise “ ! ee. CA 
Mr. HOUSTON. I rise toa question of ford, CURTY, 
I understand the pending motion to be to m setts, Di 
. . - < 7 hake nada. Dow 
this bill a special order for next Wednesday Parasworth 
object to debate on that motion, as questions , i F a 
ee to priority of business must be put wit ca ’ gle, Gov 
debate. —* Lawrence 








order 











Mr. DEAN. I move the previous questi Hiateh, Haw 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. I dex:..... saan ie 
submit a motion to reconsider the vote by wi 1 Kelsey, Jace 
the House refused to suspend therules,” Lawree 

Mr.STANTON. I submit that the cent! ee 


nn M json, Me 
Olin, Palme 
Pike, Pottle 


from New York voted with the side that fy 
and therefore cannot submit the motion to ree,,,. 


° ts. Royce 

sider. Scott, Sear 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman had yo:,.. <inelecton, & 
with the prevailing side, in the opinion of the Cha. worth, Steg 
he could have submitted the motion. The (j,,, George Tay 
doubts whether a motion to reconsider a vote yo. ny 
fusing to suspend the rules could be made. ‘n, Wood, 


j shun V. Wi 


. of 
So tne 


Mr. SMITiI, of Tennessee. And particulary 
after the bill has been received. . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to gta: 
that the motion, in the form in which it was mai 
by the gentleman trom Virginia, to make the |); | 
a special order for Wednesday next, cannot | 


“The bil 
he Whol 
Mr. Gt 


entertained, except by unanimous consent, or |) ition, co 
a suspension of the rules, and that it will require en take 
a suspension of the rules to make this bill a speci! rous of | 


order after it has been referred, if the Hoy 
chooses to refer it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I object, 
The SPEAKER. The question will then f 
be stated on the motion to refer, and the previous 
question will only apply to that motion. The geu- : nad 
tleman from Virginia may then submit the motion Samal 
to suspend the rules to make it a special ord as ; 

Mr. LETCHER. Will my colleague indi Mr. SE 
mea moment to make some proposition by which Mr. Gt 
this bill shall not interfere with the consideration Mr. SI 
of the deficiency bill? order for 


Washingt 
the consel 
resolution 

Resoli ed, 


taplishine 


The SPEAKER. The call for the previous post d of, 
question came from the other side of the H The SE 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I propose to submita motion as to the | 
to postpone the further consideration of the defi- s if n the 
ciency bill until we can get the information which the Chal 
we want. in from 
Mr. LETCHER. We can get that by to-mor- sy or 
row morning. es of t! 
The previous question was seconded, and (x we ae 
main question ordered to be put. at a time 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 1 move to lay tle pending 1 
bill on the table. . Mr. ST 
Mr. LEITER. Iam not willing to stand by _ a 


and see this bill sacrificed. I think we can come 
to some compromise, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I object to 
debate. “ se 

Mr. HOUSTON. I rise toa point of order. ala 
My point of order is, that the House having r- My of. 
fused to suspend the rules to consider the bi! az Ir. SE 
immediately; under the rule which provides that The ye 


noes 154. 


Unior 
House fir 


The SI 


sidered in Committee of the Whole House, 


Mr. S’ 
bill goes there of necessity, without a question. oe . J 
The SPEAKER. The bill would go to ' T . 
Speaker’s table if no motion be made with re! a 


ence to it. It might be recommitted, or postpone’ ‘ 
- Mr. HOUSTON. If no motion be made, 
the regular routine of business, I think it goes 
a Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. It would go,in the opinion 
of the Chair, to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. FOSTER. Would it be in order to move 
to print it? ’ 

‘The SPEAKER. It would not at this stage 
the proceedings. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I ask for the yes The} 
= nays upon the motion to lay the bill on the M, ae 
table. thie h: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : oe 

The question was taken; and it was decided in Th 
the negative—yeas 33, nays 171; as follows: a 

YEAS—Messrs. Brayton, Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra‘ se 
Curtis, Damrell, Davis of Maryland, English, Granger, Har 
lan, Haskins, Kellogg, Kilgore, Knapp, Lovejoy, Morgan, 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Freeman H. Mors?, 
Pettit, Potter, Quitman, Aaron Shaw, Judson W. Sher 
Robert Smith, Stanton, William Stewart, Thayer, T" 


Mr. Gt 
on the ad 
The pr 
iain que 
operation 

Mr. Gt 
which the 
that the 


table, 


1 


Mr. SI 
Ing resol; 
Resolved 
by the Cha 
‘tC Shall be t 
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NAYS—Messts. , 
a. Avery, Barksdale, Bennett, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
ee Blair, Bliss, Boceck, Bonham, Bowie, Branch, 


Adrain, Abl, Anderson, Andrews, At- 


*‘Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burns, Case, Cas- 
‘ hapman, John B. Clark, Clawson, Clay, Cobb, Clark 
Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, 


Cormibs . . : : - 
Curry, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massa- 


be s of Towa, Dawes, Dean, Dewart, Dimmick, || 
setts, Davis a Nt ’ || | move to suspend the rules. 


The rules were not suspended; there being, on | 


13. Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, 
 veworth, Faulkner, Fenton, Florence, Foley, Foster, 
oe Gartrell, Giddings, Gillis, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, 
~ Goodwin, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, Grow, 
te e W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, JeMorrison Harris, 
- Hawkins, Hickman, Hill, Hoard, Hopkins, Horton, 
‘iovston, Howard, 
\W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, Kelly, 


rence, 
ee Humplirey Marshall, Matteson, Maynard, Miller, 
villson, Moore, Morrill, Oliver A. Morse, Murray, Niblack, 
iin, Palmer, Parker, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, 
ke, Pottle, Powell, Reagan, Reilly, Rieaud, Robbins, Rob- 
we. Rovee, Rutlin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, 
<eort, searing, Henry M. Shaw, Jobn Sherman, Sick les, 
~ poleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Spinner, Stall- 
M i Stepens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Tappan, 
George Taylor, Miles Taylor, Thompson, Trippe, Under 
wood, Walbridge, Walton, Ward, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
hyn, Israel Washburn, Watkins, White, Whiteley, Wil- 
oy. Wood, Woodson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, 
J + Vv. Wright, and Zollicoffer—171. 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the 


(he bill was then referred to the Committee of 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GOODE. I now desire to offer this reso- 

tion, connected with the vote which has just 

en taken. Every member of this House is de- 

rous of having an efficient police for the city of 
Washington, at as early a day as possible. | ask 

e consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill of the House, providing for the 

iblishment of an auxiliary guard in the city of Wash- 


» Covode, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Craw- | 


Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, | 


Leach, Leidy, Leiter, Letcher, Maclay, Me- | 


n, be made a special order, to take effect as soon as the |} 


ney bill, new pending, is disposed of, and shall so 
mtinue from day to day, antil finally disposed of. 


Mr. SEWARD. I object. 

Mr. GOODE. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON. Isitin order to fix a special 
order for a time when another question is dis- 
posed of, without fixing a particular day? 

' The SPEAKER. Thetime to make objections 
as to the particular form of the resolution will be 
ien the resolution comes up for consideration. 
The Chair will, however, indicate to the gentle- 
in from Ohic that, in his opinion, the phrase- 
esof the House. It fixes a specific and defi- 
time when the special order shall commence; 
time, namely, when a particular bill now 
pending in committee shall be disposed of. 

Mr. STANTON, Will the special order com- 
mence as soon as the deficiency bill is disposed 
fin the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

Union; or must the deficiency bill go to the 
House first? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order in the 

mmittee as soon as the deficiency bill is dis- 

sed of. 

Mr. SEWARD. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

lhe yeas and nays were not ordered—ayes 24, 
hoes 154. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, demanded 

rs 
tr llers were not ordered. 
{{) 

Mr. GOODE demanded the previous question 

oi the adoption of the resolution. 


gy of the resolution is in conformity to the | 


lhe rules were then suspended—ayes 123, nocs | 


The previous question was seconded; and the | 
un question ordered to be put; and, under the 


operation thereof, the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by 

which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 

‘hat the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


4 Mr. GOODE. Everybody seems desirous that 
is bill shall be scrutinized; and that every mem- | 


ver may have a copy, I move that it be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CENSUS OF 1869. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I offer the follow- 


ing resolution: 
| Res »lved, That a special committee of five be appointed 


'Y the Chair, to continue during this Congress, whose duty 
“Hall be to inquire into the best mode of taking the census 





| insolvent debtors; which was referred to the Com- 


THE 


of 1860, with leave to report by bill or otherwise, during the 
session of Congress commencing on the first Monday of 
December next. 

Mr. KEITT. I object to the resolution, simply 
because it is provided for by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. The present law 


is defective, and admitted to be so on all hands. | 


a division—ayes 103, noes 80. 
RESOLUTIONS OF NEW YORK LEGISLATURE. 
Mr. SICKLES presented joint resolutions of 


the Legislature of New York, in relation to offi- | 


cers of the revolutionary army; which were re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 


| STENOGRAPHER FOR 
Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Speaker, the commit- | 


sions, and ordered to be printed. 


SELECT COMMITTEE. 


tee on the Wilkins’s Point investigation, have di- 
rected me to report the following resolution to the 
House: 

Resolved, That the committce appointed to investigate 
the facts and circumstances connected with the sale and 
purchase at Wilkins’s Point, New York, by the Govern 
ment, for fortification purposes, in the year 1857, be Author 
ized to employ a stenographer at the usual compensation, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understood, when 
this committee was appointed, that the intention 
was not to examine more than three witnesses. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman is altogether 
mistaken, 
certain charges in reference to the purchase of the 
Pennsylvania bank building for a court-house, 





That was the committee to investigate | 


&c. On this Wilkins’s Point committee itis found | 


impossible to get along without a stenographer. 
Mr. JONES, of Ty inessee. Has this commit- 
tee a right to report at any time? 


Mr. FLORENCE. ‘The resolution is in. 


Mr. LETCHER. [ understand that you have 


a stenographer. 
Mr. FLORENCE. We have; and now we 
want to pay him. We goon the rule that the 
laborer is worthy of his hire. 
The SPEAKER. If there be 
olution cannot come in. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. 
Mr. FLORENCE. 
rules, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


ol jection the res- 


L object. 
I move to suspend the 


Mr. FLORENCE. The thing is all fair; and 
to give gentlemen time to see its justice, | move 
the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at half past three 
o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, April 6, 1858. 
Prayer by Rev. Brron Sunpervanp, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a report from the Secretary of the Navy, : ; 
' *, |; Within two days of the end of a session. 


communicating, in compliance with a resolution 


of the Senate, information as to the condition of 


the United States ship Franklin; which was read, | 


and, on motion of Mr. Sewarp, was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Canajoharie, New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of a general bankrupt law, for the relief of 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Liv- 
ingston county, New York, for the enactment of 
a law granting pensions to the soldiers of the war 
of 1812, and the widows of those deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


The committee | 
haveemployed a stenographer without authority, | 





He also presented the petition of citizens of | 


Seneca county, New York, praying that pensions 
may be granted to the soldiers of the war of 1812 
who served from three to eighteen months; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Henry R. 


| Schoolcraft, late acting superintendent of Indian 
| affairs in Michigan, praying to be allowed a com- 


mission on disbursements; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. FOOT presented four petitions of inhab- 
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itants ef Vermont for the establishment of a mail 
route from Castleton to Sudbury, in that State, 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. : 

Mr. IVERSON presented the memorial of 
William M. Varnum, agent of the State of Geor- 
gia, praying that the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be authorized to ascertain and pay 
the amount due to that State for money advanced 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of Amos 
Kendall, supplemental to the memorial of the 
Magnetic and New England Union Telegraph 
Companies; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary; and a motion by Mr. Bieter to 
print it was referred to the Committee on Prinung. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Hezekiah Miller, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Clainis. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Noah 
Smith, reported a bill (S. No. 240) for the relief 
of Noah Smith, late a private in the Army cf the 
United States; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. 


KANSAS-——-LECOMPTON CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. STUART. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to a privileged question, which | think 
is Important in its character, not only in the 
present instance, but as a precedent for the ac- 
tion of the officers of the Senate. On inquiry, I 
learn that the bill for the admission of Iansas 
into the Union as a State, although acted upon 
definitely by this body on Friday of last week, is 
sull in possession of the Senate; thatit is retained 
here upon the motion of the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Suipe,] stating that he 


' reserves his right to move to reconsider the vote. 


Now, sir, the right—I speak of a strict right—in 
such a question, in my judgment, is simply this: 
it is the right of a Senator to move a reconsidera- 
tion within two succeeding days of actual session 
after the vote istaken. ‘The rule, however, puts 
another limitation. The motion must be made 
within two days; but the rule fixes also another 
limitation, which is, that no motion to reconsider 
shal! be made after the bill or paper has gone out 
of the possession of the Senate. But this gives 
no right to retain a bill here at the request or sug- 
gestion of a single Senator. 

There has been a courtesy of the Senate, and I 
think a very proper one, which, upon a suggestion 
to the Presiding Officer, has authorized the reten- 
tion of a bill untla Senator could have an oppor- 
tunity in actual session to make his motion to 
reconsider. But if the Senate now adopts the 
idea that, upon the suggestion of a Senator, any 
bill can be retained here for two days after it is 
acted upon, then it is in the power of any Senator 
to defeat any measure which passes the Senate 
If he 
voted in the affirmative, and says to the officer, ‘* L 
reserve my riglit to move to reconsider, and I 
insist that that right lasts for two days,’’ he can 
defeat a measure and you have no way to prevent 
it. ‘he rules must, as a matter of course, be 
constructed connectedly—connectedly with the 
business of the Senate. ‘The order of the Senate 
in every case, on the passage of a bill, is that the 
Secretary communicate the bill to the House of 
Representatives, when it is finally acted upon. 
That is the order of the Senate. Now there is no 
rale 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. ‘This subject is evidently occupy- 
ing the time that should be devoted to the business 
of the morning hour; besides, I have never seen 
the Senate more empty than it is now, and I ask 
whether it 1s in order to proceed with this matter, 
and cut off the presentation of petitions, the sub- 
mission of reports, and morning business gen- 
erally? Ido not think it isin order, and I raise 
the question. 

Mr.SLIDELL. I suggest to the Senator from 
Arkansas that this question can probably be dis- 
posed of at once. If it should be likely to lead 
to any argument or controversy, or if there 1s any 
difficulty in it, it can be postponed. 
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- STUART. I desire the Chairto settle the ~ that it will not be safe for the business of the 
Mr. § \ : 


question of order; for, if 1 am in order, | wish to 


prov eed : iii is : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair 
understands the Senator from Michigan to raise 


t ' 
iO 


To insist that the order of the 


a privileged que 
Mr. STUART. 
Senate be ex uted 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair re- 
gards the Senator fiom Michigan as strictly in 
orde tT. 

Mr. STUART. Nov,sir, I will complete my 
statement. The results | have p nnted out would 
inevitably follow if any Senator had a right to 
retain a mensure here for two legislative days after 
it was passed upon. I said that he had no such 
right; that his right was simply to move to recon- 
sider: and that the Senate having ordered the com- 
munication to be sent to the ILlouse of Represent- 
atives, that or ler must be execute d, unless there 
be some rule to prevent it If there is any rule 
which authorizes the Presiding Officer of the Sen- 
ate, or the Secretary of the Senate, or any other 
officer, to retain a measure here which has been 
acted upon by the Senate, then the rule can be 
produced 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator allow me to 
m ikea surcestion to him ? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. I did notexactly understand 
the honorable Senator’s statement. Ile stated 
that this bill was retained here on the motion of 
the Senator from Louisiana. Does he mean to 
sav that the Senator trom Louisiana made a mo- 
uon in the Senate? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senator from New York 
will permit me, | will state exactly what I have 
done in this matter, and the reasons upon which 
I have based my action. For reasons satisfactory 
tomvself I choos vif | havethe privili ve of exer- 
cising it, to retain this bill here to-day. | con- 
ceive that | have the right to do so under the ex- 

ress provisions of the rules of the Senate. On 
Frid ry last——— 

Mr. STUART. I shall have to yield the floor, 
I suppose. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
men shall proceed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
thoucht the Scnator from Michigan had yielded 
the floor. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Ithouecht it would facilitate 
matters, if I stated how the ease stood. IT have 
certainly po disposition to interfere with the Sen- 
ator from Nhichiean. 

Mr. STUART. Go on, sir. 

Mr. SLIDELL. No, sir. LT will hold the floor 
by the indulgence of no one. Tf you have any- 
thing to say, FE will wait and respond. 

Mr. STUART. Weil, Mr. President, there is 
no neecssity for any feeling on this subject what- 
ever. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have no feeling. You have 
shown it, I think. 

Mr. STUART. IT have no desire to present 
anything here except what I conceive to be very 
important, and [ have stated it witha view to that, 
to be the settled action and precedent of the Sen- 
ate, Ifthe Senate is disposed to settle a course 
of action which gives me the power to prevent a 
measure from becoming a law that has passed 
within the last two days of a Congress, I shall 
have no more réason to complain than any other 
man here; but I submit that it is not a power 
winch can be safely intrasted to anybody. 

I was saying sir, that the courtesy of the Sen- 


Iam willing that the gentle- 


g, 
ate, which | thought was a proper courtesy, had 
been exercised through its presiding officers thus 
far: when a Senator notified the Presiding Officer 
or the Secretary that he designed to make a mo- 
tion to reconsider, and wished the bill held back 
until he could have the opportunity to do so, that 
courtesy has beenextended. Otherwise, the rule 
applying that the motion is not in order after the 


bill has passed from the possession of the Senate, | 
he would be cut off unless a majority of the Senate | 


chose to ask that it be returned from the other 
House. There is a conclusive reason, therefore, 
why he should have the opportunity to make a 
motion for reconsideration. But when a Senator 
has had the opportunity and declines to avail him- 
self of it, but claims it as a right to keep a bill 
here for two days after it har passed, | submit 


Senate and the country to adopt such a course of 
proceeding. It is, in my judgment, in clear vio- 
lation of the rules of the Senate, and of the duty 
of its officers; and it was therefore that I rose to 
ask that the order of the Senate, made on Friday, 
that this bill should be communicated tothe House 
of Representatives, be executed. TI thoughtita 
very proper occasion to bring to the attention of 
the Senate the difficulty that we should be in if 
we adopted a principle which would put the con- 
business of the Senate into the hands 
of any one Senator. 

[ did not rise for the purpose of complaining 
of the Senator from Louisiana. He may exercise 
any rights that he thinks he possesses here, and 
| certainly will treat him with ai the respect that 
is due to a Senator, and to him individually; but 
it is the business of the Senate which will be 


trel ot the 


jeopardized, if the Senate adopts or allows this 


practice. My motion, therefore, is, that the order 
of the Senate, made on Friday last in reference to 
the Kansas bill, be executed at once. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, I was about 
to state the reason for my action in this case, and 
was about to appeal to the rule as fully sustain- 
ing me in the course that [ have thought proper 
toadopt. The rule governing this matter ap- 
pears to me to be free from all ambiguity. It is 
the 20th rule of the Senate. It provides that 

“When a question has been once made and carried in 
the affirmative or negative, it shall be in order forany mem- 
ber of the majority to move for the reconsideration thereof ; 
but no motion for the reeonsideration of any vote shall be 
in order after a bill, resolution, message, report, amend- 
ment, or motion, upon which the vote was taken, shall 
have gone out of the possession of the Senate, announcing 
their decision.”? 

I believe this bill is still in the possession of 
the Senate; and, with all due deference to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, I deny that any order has 
been made by the Senate. directing this bill to be 
carried to the House of Representatives. It is 
very possible that on the Journal such an order 
may appear as having been made ; but | take it | 
for granted that the Senate never makes an order 
unless upon the motion of some Senator. Now, 
I have not looked at the Journal, but I have had 
occasion, onee or twice, to observe that the Sen- 
ate 1s said to have directed a bill to be sent to the 
Tlouse of Representatives, when, to my knowl- 
edge, no such order has been given. | assume 
that no such order has been given in this case. 











. 
pril 6, 
reason for amending the rule; but until the ry} 
be amended, it appears to me that my eke. : 
positive, and cannot be controlled by any attion 
of the Senate, and Lam not disposed to Vield “ng 
If the Senator from Michigan can satisfy me a 
my construction of the rule is a bad one, or rath 
can satisfy the majority of the Senate that such in 
the case, of course | must yield; but believine 
that I possess the right, L intend to exercise it~ 

Mr. STUART. I think the error into Which 
the Senator has fallen is upon the construction of 
the rule. The rule has, as I said, two limitations 
upon the right to move a reconsideration. The 
first one is, that it must be done while the bilj or 
paper is in the possession of the Senate; the next 
one is, thatin any evert it must be done Within 
two days of actual session after the bill has passed 
These are limitations upon the right to move 


that 


, z : a 
reconsideration. Now, sir, the right to retain a 
bill, in order to make a motion to reconsider, is q 


right that has no existence at all. It is not found 
inthe rule. I grant that when a Senator makes 
his motion to reconsider, the bill being in posses. 
sion of the Senate, it must be retained; and why? 
Jecause that is a motion he has a right to make- 
nobody can deprive him of it; and the bili. stil} 
being within the possession of the Senate, no jp. 
convenience grows out of that right, because the 
Senate, by a majority, can dispose of the motion. 
| No delay can arise in that case, for it isa privi- 
leged question, and the Senate may take it rich; 
;up and act upon it, and reconsider or refuse to 
reconsider atonce. Then no inconvenience grows 
out of it at all. 
But, sir, if you adopt the argument that because 
a single Senator has a right to move to reconsider 
he therefore has a right to retain a bill, and in the 
end not make his motion to reconsider, you do 
most emphatically put the whole business of the 
Senate within the power of a single Senator. You 
put it,in all stages of the session, within his 
power for two succeeding legislative days after 
any bill is passed; and at the close of the session 
you put the whole business itself into his hands. 
Now, Mr. President, let me test this idea: and 
I test it not for the purpose of moving to amend 
the rules, for they need no amendment; | will 
show you, | think, that they need no amendment. 
Suppose this to be the last day of the session, and 
the Senate now passes an appropriation bill; I 
vote for it, and immediately send a note to the 
Secretary or Presiding Officer that I reserve my 


If the contrary appears on the Journal, it is an |) right to move a reconsideration within two days, 


act of supererogation on the part of the clerk, 
without any authority from the Senate. 

Then the bill being still in the possession of the 
Senate, what are my rights? ‘The rule goes on 
to say: 

‘Nor shall any motion for reconsideration be in order, 
unless made on the same day on which the vote was taken, 
or Within the two next days of actual session of tle Senate 
thereatter.”? 

That is a direct concession of the right, at any 
time within two days of actual session of the Sen- 
ate after a bill has passed, to move for a reconsid- 
eration. Now, sir, | do not feel myself bound to 
give my reasons for the action that I choose to 
take in this matter. They are satisfactory to my- 
self. As a Senator | have the right, I believe, 
subject always to the control of the appellate 
power of the Senate. I do not consider this, in 
any sense,a privileged question. It is in the 

vower of any member of the majority, was on 
Friday, was yesterday, is at this moment, in the 
power of any member of the Senate who voted in 
the majority on this occasion, to move a recon- 
sideration. The moment that motion is made it 
is a privileged question, and the Senate can enter- 
tain it. If the Senator from Michigan can find 
any Senator who voted with the majority, that is 
disposed now to make this motion, he has a very 
simple mode of bringing the question of privilege 
before the Senate. But, in the mean while, I deny 


| that the Senate has any right to act on this mat- 
| ter. I say that my discretion in this matter can- 
not be,controlled by the action of the Senate; that 


I have the right, until the close of this legislative 
day, to move a reconsideration. Whether I do 


‘| so or not will depend upon circumstances which 


may occur in the course of the day; I may or 
may not. it 

As to the argument of inconvenience, it is very 
true; and [ can see all the difficulties that might 


result from the application of this rule at a late 


period of the session, That may be a very good 


and demand that that bill be kept here: if the 
right exists now in this case, how are you going 
to prevent it then? 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will the Senator from Michi- 
gan allow me to state to him how it can be pre- 
vented easily ? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It can be prevented by any 
other member of the majority asking for a recon- 
sideration. That is a complete answer to any dan- 
ger that might result from a mere factious spirit 
on the part of a single member. There are more 
than thirty members of the Senate who voted for 
this bill. If any one of them can be found to move 
a reconsideration, very well. : 

Mr. STUART. With all respect to the Sen- 

/ ator, I think that is not an answer; because, not 
only the minority of the Senate, but the country, 
hasa right to have the action of Congress proceed 
-uninterruptedly. It does not follow that because 
in a given case there might be a majority of the 
Senate voting for a measure, it can be thus with- 
‘| held—not at all. The Senator is not talking about 
| what may possibly be done; he is talking about 
his right. He says he has this right. That's 
the position that am controverting. As I said, 
let him make his motion. That exercises lis 
right, and that puts it in the power of the Senate 
to dispose of it; to reconsider, or to refuse to re- 
consider. Then he enjoys his right, and he enjoys 
‘it in consonance with the rights of every other 
_ member of the body, and the bady itself, and with 
_ the business of the country. But, when he neither 
| makes his motion nor permits the bill to go to the 
House of Representatives, the right which he 
claims places under foot the rights of the country 
it places under foot the rights of men who re 
against the bill; and it is suggested that all difi- 
culty may be avoided by seeking for some men 
ber, who yotes in the majority, who will move © 
_ reconsider at once, and haye that mation dispose 


1858. 
of imme 


Ww ou d it 


ey wo 100 


if be caLU 
st nd to 
' mn. A 
The rig 
with the 
non be | 
will disy 
ume—W 
leaves th 
is own 
cant nde 

s1ess 
suivle 

[here 


an ofncel 


say that, 


measare 
that tae 


yt to! 
first plac 

‘ nosse 
to LWO St 


fact, an ¢ 


are limll 
wouon | 
aiVvs, if 
Senate t| 
esee fi 
yat the 
] thinl 
to recoul 
will be 
( (usp 
mide 
ws not 
consi ler 
sauistact 
: LO-¢ 
lsay th 
i sate p 
the Sep 
cortuaunty 
—i mea 
are to 
aiertol 
ecedel 


stood, \ 
the rules 
pov 
yee ple 
nyvutto 
Che § 
been NO 
be sent 
there ha 
Utide rla 
made is 
a matte 
} have ) 
to move 
lo the | 
those a 
here, hij 
Is ho le: 
exceed 
tor sho 
hiove t] 
tom, 
passed, 
ofthe 
Socreta 
House 
Mr, 
alow Ny 
Lc fore t 
Mr. 
ate, on 
mend 
“OULSE 
& hotles 
right to 
hie rene 
again, 
Senate 
Kriday 
tothe | 
Ueat the 
00 his | 
I hac 
from L 
he dey} 





ANY 
one 
lan- 
rit 
lore 
| for 


hove 


Sen- 
not 
tury, 
ceed 
aAuse 
the 
yith- 
bout 
bout 
at 1s 
said, 
» his 
nate 
Oo re- 
joys 
ther 
with 
ither 
othe 
h he 
try | 
roted 
diffi- 
nem- 
ve ta 
vosed 


—oeeaaeeaO@aaaaesas=«=~@aomaeSS ew 





1858. 


of imme diately. Why, sir, what sort of business 
would it be for a man who wanted a bill passed, 
ey looking around among the majority to see 
-  eould not find seme one who would conde- 
oyd to make this motion! Thatis not the ques- 
». As said, the rules need no amendment. 
The right to reconsider is perfectly consonant 
with the right of the Senate to act. Let the mo- 
oy be made; let the Senate say whether they 
will dispose of 1t now, or to-morrow, or at any 
ome—whether they will reconsider or not. That 
ayes the Senate in full and complete control of 
ov own business; butif you adopt the ground 
-antended for by the Senator from Louisiana, the 
ness of the Senate is in the possession of a 
je individual, 

|yere is nothing in the rules which authorizes 
oy oficer to retain a billatall. The rules donot 
cay that, on notice of a motion to reconsider, a 
»oasare shall be retained; butit is sought to show 

it the limitauions imposed by the rule upon the 

+t to move a reconsideration, limiting itin the 
-st place to the fact that the measure is still in 

» possession of the Senate, and in the next place 
two succeeding legislative days in time, are, in 
fet, an extension of the right. Why, sir, they 
are limitations upon the right; and although the 
motion to reconsider may be made within two 
jays, if the measure shall have gone from the 
s-pate the right no longer exists, unless the Sen- 
» see fit, by courtesy, as they usually do, to ask 

tthe bill be returned. 

| think, with all respect, if the Senator desires 
consider, let him make his motion. ‘Then it 
wil be in the possession of the Senate, and we 

n dispose of it. Butif he does net desire to re- 
msider, let the bill take the usual course. He 
ws not tell the Senate whether he desires to re- 
consider or not; he simply says that for reasons 
wistactory to himself, he wishes this bill kept 

to-day, and thinks he has aright to keep it. 

| say that it is not according to our rules; itis not 
sale proceeding to establish in the business of 
the Senate; and it is one of those thiugs which 
certainly will come back to plague the inventors 
—! mean the Senate of the United States. If we 
ree to it we shall find ourselves obliged here- 
a ivr to lose Important measures, or to disavow the 
ecedent that is claimed to-day. If Iam under- 
sod, Mr. President, itis all I desire. I say that 
tue rules give no authority to retain a bill at all; 

i power cannot be found in the rules; and the 
weplions in the 20th rule are limitations on the 
ryt lo move a recorsideration, 

(he Senator from Louisiana says there has 
een no order of the Senate directing this bill to 
e sent to the House of Representatives. 1 say 

re has been such an order. Would anybody 
wudertake to say in court that, because an order 
made is one within that list which are orders as 
i matter of course, it is not the order of the court? 
} have no doubt that the strict practice would be 
‘o move that the Secretary communicate this bill 
\o the House of Representatives; but it is one of 
thos orders which, in long parliamentary usage 
here, has grown up as a matter of course; but it 
is no less the order of the Senate. It. would be 
‘xeecdingly inconvenient to require that a Sena- 
lor should rise every time a bill was passed and 
iiwove this order. It has come to be a settled cus- 
‘om. It is a motion, of course, when a bill is 
passed, and it is in accordance with the 46th rule 
othe Senate, which makes it the duty of the 
“-cretary to communicate these messages to the 
‘louse of Representatives. He must do it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the honorable Senator 
“‘ow me to ask him what is the question now 


beLoy 


rethe Senate? I have just come in. 


} 


§ 


‘ 
re 


Mr. STUART. The question is this: the Sen- | 


ate,on Friday last, refused to concur in the House 
“nendment to the Kansas bill. The Senator from 
“ulsiana, on the next day, filed with the Clerk 
*Holice In writing that he wished to reserve his 
tight to move to reconsider that vote Yesterday 
lv renewed it verbally; and to-day he renews it 
penin. My proposition is, that the officers of the 
‘viday, und communicate the action of the Senate 
‘0 the Llouse of Representatives; and I contend 
‘wat the Senator has not a right to retain the bill 
bn his mere suggestion. 
had only a word more to say. The Senator 
‘om Louisiana does not, this morning, say that 
he designs to moye a reconsideration, It is, there- 


“nate be directed to execute the order made on | 


| for the lapse of three days. 


fore, only using this alleged right to delay a bill 
in its passage between the two Llouses. Tle had 
the opportunity yesterday, he has it to-day, to 
move to reconsider. Thatisa nght that 1 would 
be the last man in the least degree te limit beyoud 
the rules. I would construe the rules hberally 
to afford the opportunity to make the motion; but 
the opportunity being had, [deny that it is in the 
power of a single Senator to say that the bill shall 
stay here to the end of the time limited, and after 
all he willnot make the motion. 

Mr. BAYARD. I differ somewhat from the 
views of the honorable Senator from Michigan 
in his construction of this rule of order. It is 
certainly meant (whether imposed in the form of 
a restriction or not is immaterial) to give a right 
to reconsider a bill on the day on which it passes, 
and within the next two dwys on which the Sen- 
ate isin session. According to my recollection, 
the practice is this: when notice is not given to 
the Secretary of any probable intention to move 
for a reconsideration, as soon as the bill is en- 
grossed, it is sent to the other House in the ordi- 
nary course of business. If, however, notice is 
fiven tothe Secretary, [have known many cases, 
I think, in which, as a matter of course, he re- 
tains a bill with a view to let the Senator who 
fives the notice to move to reconsider, if he sees 
fit. It does not require any positive enunciation 
that the party will move to reconsider, for the 
object is to give time and opportunity to any Sen- 
ator who votes fora bill to move to reconsider 
within a limited time, atime not unreasonable. 

Now, sir, to apply that rule in its fullest lati- 
tude vo the end of the session would be unreason- 
able; and I do not say that it is obligatory ou the 
officer in any case to retain a bill; because, even 
if he communicates it to the House of Represent- 
atives,if the motion to reconsider is made before 
ithas passed the Llouse, the Senate has frequently 
senta message to the House, asking for the re- 
turn of the bill, in order to allow a motion for re- 
consideration to be made. The practice, then, it 
seems to me, must be inthe discretion of the offi- 
cer. At the close of the session, when it wou d 
obstruct public business, the officer naturally 
would reply to a Senator, ** The bili is engrossed, 
and ready to go to the House of Representatives. 
There will be no time to acton itif I delay it, 
and I feel it my duty to communicate it at once, 
unless some order of the Senate is made to the 
contrary.’’ But, in this case, | can see no reason 
for refusing the right of the Senator; and it would 
be ungracious in the Clerk to refuse when there 
is no press of business, and a Senator says to him, 


‘+ | desire to move to reconsider that bill, and I | 


desire to retain it for the length of time within 
which I may make that motion.”’ I do not think 
it requires ary action, unless the Senate should 
be of opinion (and I do not deny the right of the 
Senator from Michigan to make the motion) that 
the bill ought to go at once to the House of Rep- 
reseiitatives, or that there is some public exigency 
requiring that the bill shall not be retained here 


tainly have the power to direct it to be communi- 
cated. 
It seems to me that this construction of the rule 


| would make it work fairly all around. Any Sen- 


ator can ask the Secretary to retain a bill if he 
thinks it probable that he will move to reconsider. 
If any other Senator thinks that will interfere 
with the public business, the bill not having been 
communicated, he may make a motion to the Sen- 


ate; and it is in the power of the Senate to say || 


whether the bill shall go to the House at once. 
That is the view I take of the rule. 1 think it 
would be the most courteous and best construc- 


tion for the public business. 


I know of no reason why this bill should be 
sent to the louse of Representatives earlier than 
the time within which a Senator may move for a 
reconsideration. If there be such a reason, and 
it is given, I should be perfectly willing to vote, 
if the honorable Senator from Louisiana did not 
withdraw his request, that the bill should be com- 
municated to the House of Representatives; but 
I see no necessity for any difficulty under the rule. 


1 take it for granted that the bill would be com- 


municated at once, unless some request was made 
by a Senator to retain it. If that request was 
made under circumstances that would obstruct the 
public business, the Secretary would have a right 
to refuse, and might send itat once. [tis a matter 
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left to his discretion within that time. Then if 
a Senator moves to reconsider, and asks the Sen- 
ate to reeall the bil, they may consider whether 
they will reeall it. On the other hand, there is 
no breach of duty, no impropriety, on the part of 
the Clerk, at the request of any Senator who voted 
for a bill, in retaining at for that period of time 
within which the reconsideration may be moved. 
jut when the question is presented to the Senate, 
if there are any circumstances requiring that it 
should go within that period of time, it is for the 
majority of the Senate to say whether that ought 
to be done or not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This question becomes im- 
portant, inasmuch as the Senator from Louisiana 
claims, as a right, that he can retain the bill for 
three days. If it was only a question of courtesy, 
it would be very different; but when a single mem- 
ber asserts his right to detain a bill in this body 
after the Senate has disposed of it and directed it 
to he sent to the [louse of Representatives, it be- 
comes avery grave and serious question, as affect- 
ing the business of the Senate, 4 desire the Clerk, 
as there has been a question about what the order 
was, to read the order in the Journal upon this 
case in regard to sending the bill to the House of 
Representatives. 

The Clerk read from the Journal of Friday; 
which states, that when the Senate disagreed to 
the House amendment to the Kansas bill, it was 


* Ordered, That the Secretary noti.y the House of Rep- 
resentatives uecordingly.”’ 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and 
directed the Secretary so to notify the House. 
‘This was clearly an order that our action should 
be communicated to the House of Representatives. 
Now the question is, can a single Senator defeat 
the execution of thatorder for any length of time, 
or for the time claimed, which is three days afier 
the passage ofa bill? My understanding is, that 
it Is an Imperative order on the Secretary to pro - 
ceed immediately to notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives of our action, and that the Secretary 
has no right to delay it at my request, or the re- 
quest of any other Senator in the body. 

Mr. BAYARD. It has been repeatedly done. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is no answer to say that 
it has been repeatedly done, as is suggested by 
the Senator from Delaware. I suppose it has 
been done to this extent, and this only: that 
where a Senator had voted for a bill, and came to 
the conclusion that he was probably mistaken in 
his vote, and desired to reverse his action, the 
Secretary has kept the bill back until the next 
meeting of the Senate, to give him an opportunity 
to move a reconsideration. The Senator from 
Louisiana says perhaps that is his case. | trust, 
for his own reputation and the good of the coun- 
try, that itis so. Whena Senator comes to the 
conclusion that he has voted wrong, he ought to 
have the opportunity to enter a motion to recen- 
sider. When a bill passes, and the Senate ad- 
journs immediately, he may go at once to the 
Clerk and say: ‘* 1 desire to enter a motion to re- 
consider, and I would like you to wait until one 
o’clock to-morrow:’’ and 1 suppose the Clerk 
would feel authorized to wait that long, simply 
that he might have an opportunity of introducing 
his motion. But when he comes in the next morn- 
ing, and withholds the motion, refuses to make 
it, perseveres in that refusal during that day and 
another day, and comes the third day and will 
not make his motion, has he aright, without even 
saying that he is going to make it, to withhold 
the bill from the House of Representatives, in de- 
| fiance of the order of the Senate? I think not. 

3ut if the Senator from Louisiana be right in say- 
ing that itis his right, under the rule, to enter the 
motion to reconsider at any time within three 
| days, on the day of the passage of a bill, or with- 
in two days thereafter, then it is clear that the 


|| Clerk has no right to send the bill to the House 


_ of Representatives until after the three days ex- 
pire. If itis the right of any member voting in 


|| the majority to make the motion, no written re- 


quest 1s necessary. The written notice of the 
Senator from Louisiana to the Clerk does not 
give him any more right or power over this bill 
than he would have had if he had not made tt. 
He cannot discharge the Secretary from his obli- 
| gation to perform his duty under the law and the 
rules, by carrying out the order of the Senate. His 
' note does not confer any additional authority on 
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v, If it was the duty of the Seeretary to send 
the bill without that note, itis his duty to send it 
ter receiving the note. If under that note the 
hed no right to send the bill to the 
House, had no right to send it without the 
vote beige sent. A direction from an individual 
nator cannot control the action of the body. 
| therefore respectfully insist that no one mem- 
r of this body can discharge the Clerk from the 
jiration to perform his duty under the rule. 
he order is on the Journal that he shall notify 
the [louse of Representatives of our action in this 
‘ I know that the Senator from Louisiana 
dentes that the Senate has directed such an order 
If it be true, as he insists, that the 
nate has not made any such order as the See- 
retary has entered on the Journal, then it is his 
imperative duty to move that the Journal be 
amended, that an erroneous entry shall not re- 


duty 


ary 
hie 


to be made, 


rain; that an untrue order shall not be recorded 
upon it; and it is the imperative duty of the Sen- 
ate to amend the Journal and strike out that or- 
der if the Senate have not made the erder. But 
if you wo through the histor V of the Crovernment, 
I apprehend you will find such an order in every 
instance where the Senate has, by a vote, dis- 
agreed to an amendment of the House of Repre- 

ntiatives to a Senate bill, or has passed a bill. 
‘he order is a parliamentary legal consequence 
of the vote, 

Mr. BAYARD. What is the order, I ask ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘That the Secretary be di- 
rected to request the concurrence of the House in 
our action, 

Mr. BAYARD. Task the honorable Senator 
if that does not allow a reasonable discretion to 
the officer to retain it at the request of a Senator, 
unless the Senate order to the contrary ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Clearly not; because the Sen- 
ate having made its order already, and that being 
entered on the Journal, that is the law to the Sec- 
retary, which he has no right to violate. 

Mr. GREEN. I call for the special order of the 
day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the special order having arrived, the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the bill to admit 
Minnesota into the Union 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ishall waive my right, soas 
io go on with the Minnesota bill. I suppose the 
gentemen have accomplishtd their object; but 


still it becomes an Important question as a matter, 


of law. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to allow me to introduce a resolu- 
tion, Which | hope will lead to no discussion. It 
is in relation to the report of the Committee on 
Printing. The resolution is not one that casts 
any reflection on them, butitis offered with a view 
to have it adopted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If this resolution leads to 
debate, | shall object to its consideration. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If it leads to any debate, of 
course it will be postponed. ‘The resolution is: 

Resolved, That there be printed, in pamphlet form, for the 


use of the Senate, ten thousand copies of the addresses made 
by the members of the Senate, and members of the House 


ot Representatives, upon the oceasions of the death of the | 


lion. A. P. Butler, of South Carolina, Hon. James Bell, of 
New Hampshire, and Hon. Thomas J. Rusk, of Texas, late 
Senators of the United States; and that the Printer to the 
Senate be direeted to prepare then in a similar manner to 
ibe eulogies on the lite of Hon. John M. Clayton. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I must make 


short one—— 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


under the circumstances, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I give notice that I 
shall call up the resolution to-morrow during the 
morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rules re- 


quire a resolution to lie over one day, if objected | 


to. This resolution, therefore, must lie over. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I call for the special order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As connected 
with the matter which has been under discussion 
this morning in the Senate, the Chair deems it 
proper to throw himself on the indulgence of the 


Senate, in order to make a brief statement in re- | 


lation to his own conduct, as well as that of the 
Clerk. lam very frank to say that when the sub- 


‘ect was brought to the notice of the Chair, it |) 


a statement in regard to the resolution—a very 


I do not feel authorized to | 
waive the special order—the Minnesota bill— | 
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the Secretary: does not modify the Secretary’s + 


seemed to him to present a question somewhat 
novel in its character, and not free from embar- 
rassment. The Clerk notified me of the notice he 
had received, and in fact showed me the note of 
the Senator from Louisiana, and seemed to invoke 
my direction as the Presiding Officer more than 
in any other form. I stated to him that the ques- 
tion was new to me, and that I was not convers- 
ant with the practice in matters of this kind, and 
asked him to state to me what was the practice 
in such cases, as he had been long in the Senate, 
and intimately conversant with subjects of this 
character. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the President be good 
enough to raise his voice a little? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I was stating 
that when the matter was brought to my notice, 
| was disposed to seek the aid and advice of those 
more conversant with the rules and practice of 
the Senate than myself; and I knew of none more 
familiar with them than the clerk. He stated to 
me that in cases where an intimation had been 
given by a Senator that a bill should not be sent 
to the House of Representatives in order to allow 


lim to move a reconsideration, the practice had 


been uniform to regard the wishes of the Senator. 
I told him,then, that the safe rule was to refer to 
the rules of the Senate; and on looking into the 
rules, | found, what has been read by the Senator 
from Louisiana, a provision granting to any Sen- 
ator the right, within two days of actual session 
subsequent to the passage of a bill, to move a re- 
consideration. Ail will concede that the Senator 
has a right until the close of this day to move to 
reconsider the vote disagreeing to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to this bill. If, 
however, the bill had been sent to the House of 
Representatives in conformity with the general 
usage of the Senate, without the interposition of 


the Senator from Louisiana, his right would have |! 


been forfeited. While the bill remained here, 


however, he had the right, and has now, to move | 


to reconsider before the lapse of the two days. 


Believing, from the general courtesy of the Sen- | 
ate, that they would not willingly order a bill to | 
be sent from this body whenany Senator wanted | 


to avail himself of that right; believing that they 
would extend it to him asa courtesy, If not, per- 
haps, as aright, | told the Clerk to withhold the 
bill. All the responsibility, then, of withholding 
the bill, | say to the Senate, attaches to me more 
than to the Clerk, because he acted under my ad- 
vice and direction. 


withhold the bill until the Senate determined 
otherwise. I have deemed it proper to make this 


statement that it may go out as a part of the his- | 


tory of this transaction. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Had I supposed it was asked | 
asa matter of courtesy, forthe purpose of making | 


a motion to reconsider, | should not have made 


the slightest objection; but the Senator from | 
Louisiana asserts his right to keep the bill here | 
three days, without giving the assurance that he | 
intends, at any time, to move a reconsideration. | 


It is not that he desires to reconsider it. He does 
not say that he wishes to reconsider it; he re- 


fuses now to intimate that he desires to recon- | 


sider; but he desires, for reasons satisfactory to 
himself, to keep the bill three days in this body, 
without putting himself under the obligation to 
move a reconsideration. I could not agree, as ¢ 
matter of courtesy, to let him keep it bere three 
days for his own purposes, when he did not wish 
to reconsider; but if he said to me that he did 
desire to reconsider, | would grant the request on 
the instant. It is the question of right, and not 


But I now ask for the special order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Chair will allow me to say 
that I think the order he made in this case 1s in 
accordance with all the past usages of this body. 
The only error the Senator from Louisiana com- 
mitted, if it be an error, was filing a notice with 
the Clerk. 
when a Senator voting with the majority desired 
to reconsider, or thoughtit possible that he might 
at a subsequent day, within the period named in 
the 20th rule, move a reconsideration, to suggest 
that fact to the Chair, and the Chair uniformly 


has given the order to the Secretary to suspend | 
I think the | 


action until the limitation expired. 


Selieving that the established | 
uniform courtesy of the Senate would tolerate a | 
proceeding of that kind, and without attempting | 
to determine the strict rule, I was disposed to | 


It has been the uniform practice here, | 





j s 2 
A pril 6, 
order of the Chair-was in accordance wit} 
practice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Knowine +) 
Senator from Indiana to have been an old Py. os 
ing Officer, I designed to have a conversation wit} 
him on the subject, but I had not time on that 
day—in fact he was not in the Senate; and he did 
not come in in time to enable me to confe 
him this morning. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As to the usage of tho 
Senate, [have some little knowledge. Her Wofere. 
when aquestion had been decided, and an adjourn. 
mentimmediately took place, without any oppor 
tunity of moving for a reconsideration, I hays 
myself gone and asked the Clerk, ** hold this, si-. 
if you please, until to-morrow morning, the eatti. 
est time at which I can make a motion to recon. 
sider,’’and it has been acceded to. ButlI applied 
for it as an act of courtesy, and it was eranted to 
me as an act of courtesy; and there has ney; r 
been any other practice here that I ever heard a 
word about. It has never been supposed that a 
gentleman, by a note to the Clerk, can peremp- 
torily require that a bill shall remain here two 
days to give time to consider whether a motioy 


} past 


resid. 


r with 


|| for reconsideration shall be made, and it is for 


the Senate to consider whether they will put their 
proceedings so under the control of any Senator. 
I think it would be very injurious to do so, | 
never heard before, long as | have been here, of 
any member assuming the right to retain a bil] 
for two days, upon his mere rescript to the Clerk 
that he required it for consideration. If such pro- 
ceedings have taken place they have been wy- 
known to me, and, so far as I know, totally un- 
known to the Senate : 

Mr. IVERSON. [rise to a point of order. If 
the special order is to be proceeded with, I desire 
this discussion to stop. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I submit whether de- 
bate on this question is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The remarks 
of the Chair, as well as the remarks of Senators, 
since one o’clock, were not strictly in order, but 
were made by the courtesy of the Senate. There 
is no question before the body. 

Mr. HALE, and others. There is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
threw himself on the indulbenes of the Senate, and 
I presume the same indulgence will be extended 
to other Senators if the debate is not extended to 





| any length of time. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I thought you were 
suggesting that you had made inquiries, and left 
the subject open to inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was 
done by the indulgence of the Senate when there 
was no question before it. 

Mr. SEWARD and Mr. HALE. There isa 
question. 

Mr. STUART. I think the Chair—— 

Mr. IVERSON. I call for the special order. 

Mr. STUART. I was going to state that I 
think this question is before the Senate. This is 
a spivihegel question, which overrides the special 
order, unless the Senate vote it away. A privi- 
leged question may be taken up at any time when 
there 1s no other business before the Senate at 


| that time; and being a privileged question, it over- 


rides the special order, unless the Senate now lay 
it aside for the special order. 
Mr. SEWARD. State what your motion was. 
Mr. STUART. My motion was that the See- 
retary be directed to carry out now the order 0! 


| Friday, and communicate this message to te 
oS 


House of Representatives. ; 
Mr. SLIDELL. I am sorry to differ in my 


recollection with the Senator from Michigan. The 


| Senator from Michigan, I feel very confident, made 
the question of courtesy, that I was discussing. 


no motion of any sort. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. SLIDELL. He simply called the atten- 
tion of the Chair to what he considered a gross 
irregularity. 

Mr. STUART. I beg pardon of the Senator. 
I certainly did make a motion, and presented It 
distinetly. I made it repeatedly and distinctly. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Was it a motion to send the 
bill to the other House? ; 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir; that the Clerk be di- 


' rected now to execute the order. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I was mistaken, then, as to 
the fact. Then the question recurs whether t's 
is a question of privilege; and | would say to the 
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stor from Illinois, who has been so extremely 


"T “ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the 
views taken by the Senators, the Senator from 
Kentucky is entitled to the floor. ; 

“Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have nothing more 
‘cay but to bear the evidence of my experience 


ave. Lnever before heard even the claim made, | 


ich Jess the allowance of such a claim as is now 
made by the Senator from Louisiana, that he has 
. naht, by his mere ipse dixit to the Clerk, to par- 

eal the action of the Senate for two days. I 

ver heard the claim made, much less allowed, 
“ur. SEWARD. I think it important that we 

ould understand this subject before it passes 
way from us now; but I do not see any very 

-eat difficulty in arriving at a correct conclusion 

regard to the practice which ought to pre- 
vail, and which is contemplated by the rules. A 
pconsideration may be of a measure which would 
sill remain in the Senate after the decision of the 
< nate upon it. The action may not be final; the 
iigment given may not be final. [tis not there- 
‘ore transmitted either to the House of Represent- 
ives or to the President of the United States. 
<,ch a matter may remain for two days within 
the Senate, or for two months, or forever. The 
rule contemplates, then, the reconsideration of 
such interlocutory questions; but the same rule 
rovides for the reconsideration of questions 
vhich may pass immediately, by order of the 
Senate, beyond the control of the Senate; that is, 
the final vote; and so, gathering and grooving 
the two subjects into one, the rule provides for 
the two cases, and at the same time fixes the lim- 
tations subject to which the motion to reconsider 
shall be made and take effect. 

Now, 1 suppose that no motion for reconsider- 
ation can be offered or requested by the honorable 
Senator from Louisiana, or by any other Senator, 
within two days, if, during that time, by another 
order of the Senate, the matter is sent beyond its 
control. The honorable Senator from Louisiana 
thinks that no such order has, in fact, been made; 
ind he asserts his right upon the ground that al- 
though the Journal shows sueh an order directing 
this bill to be carried to the House of Represent- 
tives, yet that the order has not, in fact, been 
mada think the honorable Senator will come 

) the conclusion, on reflection, that he is errone- 
ous in this view. The parliamentary law determ- 
nes What shall be the effect of the votes on which 
idivision is made. The vote in this case was 

it the Senate do not concur with the House of 
Representatives in their amendment. The Clerk 
embodies the sense of the Senate, thus expressed, 

parliamentary language: 





Resolved, That the Senate do not agree to the amend- 
and 


ments 5 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to communicate | 


fact to the House of Representatives. 


That this is a solemn order of the Senate, just 
is effective as if it were made in so many words 


nd assented to in so many words, will be obvi- |, 


is from the fact that it is the manner in which 
every such vote has always been expressed from 
: beginning of the Government, and_that if 
such a vote has not, in fact, passed, then this 
lean never go to the House of Representatives, 


ven after the three days have expired, unless an | 
ictual order of the Senate, for that purpose, shall 


> made, 
from Louisiana is erroneous in supposing that 
such an order has not been made, as the Journal 
asserts has been made. 

Now, in regard to the execution of that order, 
I think it is clear that when an order of the Sen- 
“te is made directly to the Secretary to perform a 
duty, the effect of the order, the meaning, the 
sense, the will of the Senate, is that it shall be 
done immediately. That it is not to be done at 
a future day, is clear. 
done at a future day or done now. If it isnotto 
be done now, and not to be done at a future day, 
then it is to be done at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary; and who supposes that the Senate of the 

nited States ever reposes in the Secretary, a 
ministerial officer, a rearetiae so important as 
that of deciding when he will communicate to the 
President of the United States, or to the House 
of Representatives, the will of this coérdinate 
branch of the Legislature? It is, therefore, to be 
“one immediately. 


I think, therefore, that the Senator | 


It must be intended to be | 


| different about it. 
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Then the question is whether one Senator has 
any right—I do not speak of things of courtesy, 
but whether one Senator has a right—to arrest 
the action of the Senate? One Senator can do 
nothing. One Senator is no authority known to 
the Constitution and the laws. A notice by him 
to the Clerk 1s noofficial act. Nothing can be done 
by the Senate of the United States, nothing can 
be done in its name, but what is done by a ma- 


jority of the Senate itself—ihat is, by the act of 


the body. I suppose I need not inform the Senate 


that any notice signed and served by the Senator | 


from Louisiana upon the Secretary, never entered 
into the Journal, is no part of the proceedings of 
the Senate; yet I need not inform the Senate that 
the Senate transacts no business whatever that is 
not recorded and solemnly entered in its Journals. 
It is, therefore, very clear to me that the Senator 
has asserted a right which he cannot maintain; 
and that the retaining a bill for a motion to recon- 
sider which has been done sometimes, as has been 
said by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, is 
a practice entirely consistent with the more rigid 
rule which I have insisted upon. ‘The practice 
stated by the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
is this: if the Senate is about to adjourn to-day, 
is to be no longer in session to-day, but will be 
in session to-morrow morning, or next Monday 
morning, or some other time, then the Secretary 
does practically execute the order of the Senate 
immediately if, instead of to-day at the closing 
hours of this session, he does at an early hour of 
the next session of this body, or the next session 
of the House of Representatives, if it shall have 
adjourned in the mean time, communicate the 
action of the Senate to the House. I think it is 
best that we should understand the rule, and have 
it understood rightly, in order that there may be 
no sort of misapprehension, and so that the con- 
sequences resulting from it may not be complained 
of hereafter. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Before the Senator from 
Delaware proceeds, | should like the Clerk to 
read the order of Friday last from the Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





“On motion of Mr. Green, that the Senate disagree to 
the amendment, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
32, nays 23. [The yeas and nays are given. ] 

** Ordered, That tire Secretary notify the House of Rep- 
resentatives accordingly.”’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [rise toa question of order. 
When the hour of one o’clock arrived the special 
order was called for. The Chair asked the indul- 
gence of the Senate to make an explanation, and 
of course, | would not objecttothat. I have called 
twice for the special order, and I desire the decis- 
ion of the Chair whether or not Lam entitled to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the Senate chooses to stop 
the debate, I have not the slightest objection; but 
I have heard it continued by other Senators with- 
out objection. I know no reason why I should be 
excluded from taking part in it more than others. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. lI assure the Senator from 
Delaware that my cail for the special order was 
not with any design to prevent him from being 
heard, but I have called twice for it; and Lam no- 
tified on this side of the House that if this debate 
be continued it will be lengthy. Iam not willing 
to sacrifice Minnesota under the circumstances, 
when | am perfectly satisfied that the whole time 
will be consumed fruitlessly. 
holding the bill back exhausts itself to-day; and 
we shall spend the day and accomplish nothing 
if we go on with this debate. Therefore, I call 
for the special order. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
orable Senator from Michigan states that he made 
a motion that this bill be communicated forth- 
with—which the order does not in terms do—to 
the House of Representatives, and that that mo- 
tion is a privileged one. If it be so, beyond all 
question | have the right to proceed, unless it is 
the will of the Senate to take up the bill for the 
admission of Minnesota. If it is, 1 am very in- 
I do not desire, in this or any 
other debate, to take up the time of the Senate 


| when they would rather consider something else; 


|| but if the debate is to continue, I havea few re- | 


marks to make. Whatever is the will of the Sen- 
ate, I am perfectly willing to submit to. I shall 
not take long, however. If the honorable Senator 


from Illinois moves to lay this matter on the table | 


| to take up the Minnesota bill, I will yield. 


The privilege of 


I understand that the hon- | 


eo 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Lilinois to raise a ques- 
tion of order? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My point is, that the special 
order comes up at one o'clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. 'This being a privileged ques- 
tion, takes precedence. A privileged question 
being under debate at the time of the arrival of the 
hour for the special order, it would not be super- 
seded. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will 
read the motion of the Senator from Michigan. 

The Clerk read it, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to execute now 
the order of the Senate, made on Friday last, directing him 
to communicate to the House of Representatives the action 
of the Senate on the amendment of the House to the bill 


(S. No. 161) for the admission of Kansas as a State into the 
Union. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will 
state to the Senate that, when the hour of one 
o’clock arrived, without examining the question 
particularly, his impression was that the special 
order superseded the motion under consideration. 
Subsequent reflection and examination satisfy the 
Chair that all matters which have reference to 
previous orders, or business connected with the 
Senate obstructed by anything whatever, are priy- 
ileged questions, and that this motion is a privi- 
leged question, and overrides the special order of 
the day. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will avail myself of the 
suggestion of the Senator from Delaware, if he is 
willing, and move to postpone this matter, and 
proceed with the Minnesota bill. I believe the 
day will be lost by going on with this debate. 
We might as well save the day, and devote it to 
Minnesota. 

Mr. HALE. I have no disposition to debate 
this question; but [ think it had better be decided. 
I have not the slightest feeling in this case; but | 
think really it is an important question, a very 
important question; one that we ought to settle. 
I have objection to the view that was presented 
by the Senator from Delaware, because he would 
leave it a discretionary question with the Clerk. 
I think the Clerk can have no discretion at all 
about it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. As I called the Senator from 
Delaware to order, I must call the Senator from 
New Hampshire to order. The Vice President 
decided and ruled me down once or twice that a 
question as to the priority of business was not 
debatable. I must ask, therefore, for the Min- 
nesota bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate 
ready for the question? 

Mr. HALE. I want the question of order de- 
cided. What is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the privileged question, fow the pur- 

ose of taking up the Minnesota bill. 

Mr. HALE. Is not that debatable ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis debatable. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Vice President ruled 
me down twice, and decided that it was not de- 
batable. It was on the Kansas question, when 
I was trying to get an investigation into alleged 
frauds; and I must insist on the same rule now 
by which I was compelled to take my seat before. 
I confess I thought the decision wrong, but 1 sub- 
mitted, 

Mr. BIGGS. I think the Senator from Ilinois 
is mistaken in regard to the ruling of the Chatr. 
This question is certainly debatable, but debatabie 
within a certain compass. 

Mr. HALE. Exactly. 

Mr. BIGGS. | think the Senator from Ilinois 
does injustice to the Vice President in supposing 
that he ruled him down, and said it was not de- 
batable at all. It is debatable; but debatable in 
a particular way, within certain limits, not on the 
merits of the questions proposed to be postponed 
and taken up. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It was said to be debatable 
to this extent: that you must not discuss the 
|| merits; but the parliamentary law is, that it is not 
|| allowable to discuss anything but the merits; and 
| | suppose that the two exclude nearly all the de- 
|| bate there is here. 4 
Mr. HALE. The Chair decides that I am in 
\| order. 


I submit the question of 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 





decides that the Senator from New Hampshire is 
boar fer S 

Mr. LIALE. I think that isa very correct de- 
cision, sir. [Laughter.] I was going to say that 


this question ought to be decided, because, al- 
though L have not the slightest feeling in this 
potter, and do not care if you keep this Kansas 
bill bere until the day of adjournment, t think 
that the practice 18 an important one in reference 
to the transaction of the business of the Senate. 
J object to the view presented by the Senator from 
Do laware, although I agree in the general scope 
of his remarks, in that itleaves a discretion to the 
Clerk. Hle says that new, when public business 
is not pressing, and no immediate danger can ac- 
crue, the Clerk may well retain the bill; bat that 
near the close of the session, when the publie busi- 
ness might be impeded, and a bill might be lost, 
under those circumstances, the Secretary would 
not be justified in retaining a bill, All that may 
be very true; but LT object, and [ call upon the 
Senate, at this stage, to puttheir vote of disappro- 
bation upon the suggestion of a practice which 
will leave the Senate not subject to its own rules, 
or its own diseretion, but subject to the discretion 
of the Clerk. 1 abject to it altogether. He has 
no discretion, and ought to have none, and can 
have none. He sits there as the mere recording 
uzent of the Senate, to record what they do, and 
to execute their orders, 

Mr. BIGGS. I rise to a question of order. As 
] was on the side of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire just now, contending that he had a right to 
debate this motion within certain limits, [am not 
to be understood as saying that general debate is 
in order. I did not understand the Chair to rule, 
and [ do not understand it to be in order to dis- 
cuss the merits of the proposition that is proposed 
to be postponed. Any reason why you should 
postpone one and take up another is competent; 
lutitseemsto me outof order todiscuss the merits 
of the question proposed to be postponed, as was 
ruled by the Vice President, in the case to which 
the Senator from Llimois alluded. 

Mr. LIALE. I will take the ruling of the Chair 
upon that, 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like the decision of 
the Chair on this question, for | have suffered 
under the decision to which T alluded this year 
cousiderably. lL only wish to know what the law 
is, and then [ will abide by it,- whatever it is. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. I was not pres- 
ent when the Vice President ruled the Senator 
trom Lhnois out of order, on the day to which he 
Lam not conversant with that ruling of 
his. If any Senator present will state to me what 
was ruled on that occasion, I am inclined very 
much to be governed by it; but I happened not to 
be in the Senate then. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. LIcontended that a motion 
to postpone and take up opened both questions 
to discussion, so that you could show one to be 
more important than the other; but it was held 
otherwise; and on two occasions I was required 
to take my seat under that decision. It was said 
that f could simply make a suggestion that it was 
important to take up one bill at once, but that I 
must not go into a discussion of the merits of the 
questionatall, [might make a simple suggestion 
and explanation of the importance of immediate 
action, but [ must not discuss the question on its 
merits. [ had to submit, and I did it with a good 
I did not complain of the Chair then, 


alludes, 


grrace, 


though I thought the decision was wrong. I shall | 


net complain of the Chair now, whatever it may 
decide, but my object is to find out what the law 
is, so as to keep within it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is no easy 
routter Lo limit the scope of debate when a ques- 
tion is opened to discussion. [tis more a matter 
for the sense of the Senate, and especially for the 
Senator himself who is speaking, to limit himself, 
than for the Chair to determine whether he trans- 
conds the proper bounds. I would say that the 
Senator from New Hampshire, so far as he pro- 
ceeded in his observations, seems to me to be in 
order, 


} 
i 
| 
} 
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think that his demonstration on the other side of 
the Lleuse on that question, under the cireum- 
stances, made an exceptional case, and there 
might possibly have been an administration of 
the rule, entirely consistent with the strictest in- 
tegrity on the part of the Presiding Ofiiver, a lit- 


tle more stringent than would be applied under |, 
the ordinary routine of our every day business. |) 


[ Laughter. ] 


Now, sir, [ was going to say that the practice || 
which is attempted to be substituted now ts im- | 


portant to be decided at this time—I address my- 
self to the Senator from North Carolina—because 
we want to have a rule established that shall en- 
able the Clerk to determine what to do with the 
Minnesota bill when ic shall pass, if I, voting 
for it, should ask him to keep it here three days. 
It is important to have the point decided now. 
The Senator from North Carolina will see that I 
am strictly within the letter and spirit of his rule. 
It is therefore that proceed now to say that [ think 
the suggestion of the Senator from Delaware isa 
dangerous one, that would leave any discretion 
with the Secretary,and when I say that 

Mr BAYARD. The honorable Senator proba- 
bly misapprehended me. 

Mr. HALE. Lhope I did. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
Iiinois called me to order in the discussion of 
this question before I delivered my opinions, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire takes the floor 
and places them on a very different basis than | 
did. 

Mr. HALE. [never made a bargain in legis- 
lative business in my life; but L will sit down and 
hear the Senator from Delaware gladly, if he will 
get upand make his speech. If not, I will goon. 
I say it is important to have this question settled 
now, for the reason that we want a rul» adopted 
that shall guide the Clerk hereatier; and when I 
say that nothing should be left to the discretion 
of the Secretary, L wish to be understood as not 
raising the slightest objection to the individual 
who ts Secretary, because I have as much confi- 
dence in his judgment, in lis discretion, and in 
his integrity, as | have in that of any member of 
the body. Itis simply an objection to the office. 
I say that the discretion should not be lodged 
there. He should have none; by the rule he has 
none, but the discretion belongs to the body. Any 
construction of the rule that leaves it discretion- 
ary with the Secretary whether he will carry a 
bill to the House to-day or to-morrow, or two 
days hence, at bis pleasure, puts the Senate under 
the feet of the Secretary, and makes him the 
power to determine what the Senate ought to keep 
in their own hands; that is the direction and con- 
trol of their own business; and any construction 
of the rule which goes to that extent must be a 
vicious one, and cannot be sustained. 

Now, sir, [ have no objection to its being the 
general understanding of the Senate that any Sen- 
ator voting in the majority may go and ask the 
Secretary to keep a bill three days, and let it stay 
here, I will not complain of it; and | would not 
complain if it was carried even further than that, 
and you were to allow a person voting in the ma- 
jority to go to the Clerk and say, “I mean to 
make an appeal to some of my friends in the ma- 





jority and ask them to reconsider that vote, and | 
I desire you to keep the biil here for that pur- | 


pose.”’ If you make that the construction of the 
rule, | have no objection to it, but 1 want it to be 
/a fixed rule. Ido not wanta man there at the Sec- 


retary’s desk when a Senator comes up who may || 
|, be in the majority, who may be in a very large 


| popular majority, to exercise a discretion that he, 


perhaps, will not feel himself at liberty to exer- || 
cise when a Senator of an obnoxious minority | 


comes up. Itis putting the Secretary in an un- 
pleasant and awkward predicament, and one in 
which he should not be left. He should not have it 
in his power to grant a favor to one Senator which 
| he may feel himself at liberty to withhold from 


| another; but the operation of the rule should be | 
Either he should carry the bili, or he | 


| uniform. ; i, or h 
| should not carry it; either he should retain it, if 
| a Senator wishes him to do so, or he should not; 


Mr. HALE. I coincide with the suggestion of || but if he does, that should be a rule; or else if a 


the honorable Senator from North Carolina. 


I || Senator on that side of the House comes and asks 


think his limitation is right, and Lam going to |) the Secretary to-day to retain a bill three days, 


keep strictly within that, 


1 am going to suggest || he may say, ** Yes, I will;” and a week ora_ 


to the Senator from Lilinois, that there is no good |! month hence we may pass the Minnesota bill, 


system that goes on without exceptional cases. I 


me aan aos 


and I may vote with the majority, and I may go 


Lhe honorable Senator from | 


. 
- April 6, 
and say to the Seeretary, * retain that bill throe 
| days.”’ He may reply, ** Ido not know about 
/that; the business of the session begins to a 
pressing, and | do not think it will be sa‘ ; Tean. 
not grant your request, Mr. Hace. It is try, I 
, did grant one four weeks ago, but the cir, wen 
stances are changed.’’ Now, does not every 
member of the body see how vicious such a con. 
struction of the rm's would be, and in what an 
awkward and unpleasant predicament it would 
place the Secretary, when it would be in his dis. 
| cretion to grant a favor or withhold it? It is for 
this reason, without the slightest feeling upon the 
subject, and without the slightest care how you 
| decide it one way or the other, that I do think that 
/ now the question is here, it ought to be decided 
and there ought to be a construction which shalj 
be uniform in its operation for all Senators and 
for all the session. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will endeavor to place my 
views of the construction of this rule before the 
Senate. 1 am not aware that any construction 
| has ever been given to it by the Senate; and J de. 
sire, briefly as I can, to place it on such grounds 
as satisfy my own judgment, at any rate. The 
question now before the Senate is on the motion 
made by the honorable Senator from Michivan, 
that the Senate direct their disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to the Kansas bili to 
be communicated to the House of Representatives 
forthwith. The question is, as it ought to be in 
all cases under these circumstances, for the will 
| of the majority to decide whether they see fit to 
_doso ornot. There is no positive rule of the 
| Senate which requires that any measure shall be 

communicated to the other House the moment it 
has passed the Senate. The parliamentary usage 
| is, of course, that the officer of the Senate com- 
| municates it as soon as conveniently may be. 
There must be time for engrossing the bill, or 
resolution, or whatever it may be; and, in the 
performance of that duty, a discretion must be al- 
lowed, and always is allowed. The more import- 
ant measure will often be hurried, where the less 
important one will be engrossed later, thouch the 
two bills might pass on the same day. There 
must be a reasonable discretion. 
| Then the next point which arises is, whether 
there is anything unreasonable in the discretion; 
whether, when you have a rule extending*the 
parliamentary right of reconsideration, but at the 
same time limiting its exercise to three days of 
| actual session, it is an abuse of the rule to retain 
a bill at the request of a Senator for that period 
of time within which a motion to reconsider may 
be made, though the bill may be engrossed. | 
can see no danger in such a discretion, because it 
is always competent for a Senator, if he thinksa 
bill ought to be communicated at once, to make 
a motion for that purpose, as has been done in 
this case by the honorable Senator from Michi- 
| gan; and then, of course, the will of the majority 
| of the Senate will prevail. The presumption al- 
_ ways must be, that the Senate will be governed 
| by a regard for the public interests. 

The old parliamentary law was, that a motion 
to reconsider could be made at any time, provided 
the bill or resolution remained in the possession 
of the body which passed it. There was no |im- 
itation of time at all; but the motion could not be 
made after the bill or proposition had passed out 
of the possession of the body. Such a motion 
| cannot be made here after the subject-matter has 
passed out of the possession of the Senate; but 
the rule has a double effect: it fixes a distinct 
limitation of time within which a motion to re- 
consider must be made, and it also requires that 
it shall be made while the bill remains in the pos- 
session of the body. Both are requisite under 
|| the rule. It is the duty of the Secretary, without 
any positive written rule, butunder parliamentary 
order, within a convenient time after a bill has 

assed, to communicate it to the other House. 
There is no order prescribed for doing this; there 
is no rule which requires bills to be communi- 
cated to the House of Representatives in the or- 
der in which they pass the Senate. That 1s 1” 
the discretion of the officer. If he abuses and 
perverts his discretion, he is responsible to the 
Senate for mal-administration of his duty; not 
|| otherwise; and it is in our power to say whether 
he has performed his duties faithfully or not. It 
1 is in the power of the majority always to require 
‘| him to act. There must, however, be a discre- 
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— it 
tion in the performance of these ministerial du- || 
ies, always subject to be corrected by the body, 
on the motion of any Senator who thinks pre- 
cedence has been givenin the engrossment or com- 
munication to the other House of one bill of less 
jyblic importance than another, | 

Under these cireumstances, the rule of the Sen- 
ate being that within a reasonable, hnited time, 
a member may move a reconsideration, (and if 
you think that time too long, shorten it,) { can 
see no impropriety whatever in allowing him to 
request the Secretary, or the Presiding Officer, if 
you please, not to send the bill to the other Elouse, 
as he intends to move, or probably may move, or | 
has not made up his mind whether he will yet 
move a reconsideration or not. The time allowed 
him for that purpose is three days; and if there | 
jsno public exigency that requires a bill to be sent | 
to the House of Representatives at once, | think 
it is a reasonable discretion to leave it to the offi- 
cer, on that request being made, to refrain from 
communicating the bill forthwith. That he shall | 
so communicate it is not required by any order of || 
the Senate. The parliamentary rule is, that it 
shall be done within aconvenient time. There is 
nospecific time fixed. It may be done on the same 
day, or upon eny subsequent day. ‘Thatdepends || 
upon the press of public buSiness, and the relative 
character and importance of the bill. In other 
words, it is a reasonable discretion; the bill is to 
be sent within a reasonable time. 

Looking, then, to the rule, it seems to me there | 

is neither danger of abuse nor injury to the rights | 
ofanybody. When a member says to the Secre- 
tary, “ l wish that bill retamed,’’? I presume he 
would always retain it. Such has been the prac- 
tice heretofore. Since | have been in the Senate, 
I have known repeated instances of that kind, 
where bills have been retained, not at my request, 
but at the request of others. On the other hand, 
| have known applications made to the Secretary 
to expedite the engrossment of particular bills, 
with a view to have them sent to the other House 
at once on account of their public importance or 
pressing character. If there was any abuse on 
the part of the officer, any partiality practiced, 
growing out of a preference for particular mem- 
bers, or from other causes, all that would be in 
the control of the Senate, and the abuse could not 
go to any extent that would not be controlled. It 
comes back then, practically, to this result: a 
member may request the Secretary not to send a 
particular bill to the other House at once; he does 
not do itas an absolute right; he only effects in 
this way that which he could effect by a motion 
to reconsider; and then, if it is the will of the 
majority that the bill shall lie until the three days 
expire, very well; but, at the same time, it is in 
the power of a majority of the Senate to decide 
that it shall be sentatonce. On the subject being 
brought before them, it 1s for the Senate to say 
whether they will allow the bill to be retained for 
the fall time within which a Senator may make 
a motion to reconsider, in order to give him an 
opportunity to determine whether he will make 
the motion. 

I see no danger of abuse in allowing the officer 
of the Senate, under the-rule of the Senate, to 
exercise the discretion at the request of a Senator, 
if reasonable, the public business not interfering, | 
of not sending a bill at once, because that is not 
his imperative duty. His duty is to send it as 
soon as convenient, and it is only conveniently 
delayed if it is withheld in accordance with the 
request of a Senator for the time allowed in the 
rule, every other Senator being at liberty to move 
that the bill be communicated forthwith, as has 
been done in this case by the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, and then the will of the majority 
prevails, 

Then the question arises whether there is any | 
such public necessity as requires the request of 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana to be over- 
ruled on the motion of the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, and the disagreement of the Sen- 
ate to the [louse amendment to be communicated 
vefore the time allowed under the ordinary rule 
of the Senate for a reconsideration has expired. 

I do not ask the Senator from Louisiana to say | 
that he will move a reconsideration; I do not |} 
think you have a right to ask that. Unless you || 
think public exigency or public utility requires | 
that the. vote of the Senate should be at once com- || 
mMunicated, it would certainly be discourteous to | 
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say to the Senator, ‘* Well, sir, have you made 
up your mind?” He replies, ** I announce no 
determination to you on that; T only ask that I 
shall have the privilege that belongs to every 
Senator, to move a reconsideration within three 
days; and if it is the will of the majority of the 
Senate that I shall have that privilege within the 
three days, the majority will give it to me.”? If 
we had communicated the bill to the House of 
Representatives, and he should make the motion 
to reconsider within three days, we could send a 
message to the House of Representatives recall- 
ing the bill. Practically, I think under this con- 
struction of the rule it comes to the same point; 
and the majority of the Senate will decide. I will 


| not assume in any case that the majority would 


give one member privileges that do not belong to 


| another; but I take it for granted that the major- | 
ity of the Senate will always exercise their dis- 
| eretion—which they have a right to do—of decid- 
| ing whether it is proper that any measure voted 
| upon in the Senate shall be communicated in one | 


day, or two days, or three days, to the House of 
Representatives, That is in the discretion of the 
majority, and itis a legitimate discretion; quite 


|| as much so as the passage of the bill itself. 


{[ do not admit that a Senator has any right to 


| require the Secretary to keep back a bill; and if 
| the officer declined to retain the bill, he could have 


made his motion to the Senate thatthe bill should 


be retained, aud the majority, then, would have | 


determined it. If, on the request of the Senator 


| from Louisiana, he has retained the bill on the 


ground that itis not an unreasonable request to 


delay it for the period of time within which a re- | 


consideration may be moved, I can see no wrong 
or impropriety on the part of the officer. If it be 
considered to bea misjudgment, any Senator can 
make a motion that the bill be communicated at 
once, and then the will of the majority must de- 
termine the matter; and after all it comes to that, 
the majority will control the business of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. [VERSON. [am not disposed to carry 
on this discussion further. {[ wish to know if it 
is the pleasure of the Senate to take up the Min- 
nesota bill? I move to lay this motion of the 


| Senator from Michigan on the table for the pres- 


ent, so that we may proceed with the Minnesota 
bill. Ifitis not laid on the table, I desire to dis- 
cuss it. 


Mr. SEWARD. L[ask, for the yeas and nays 


| on that motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREEN. I insist that the Senator from 
Michigan reduce his motion to writing. 

Mr. STUART. It was in writing some time 
aro. 

Mr. GREEN. Then Iask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read it, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to execute now 
the order of the Senate, made on Friday last, directing him 
to communicate to the House of Representatives the action 
of the Senate on the amendment of the louse to the bill 
(S. No. 161) for the admission of Kansas as a State into the 
Union. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 


Ean» 


Bright, Brown, Clay, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Llam 


mond, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of 


‘Tennessee, Jones, Keanedy, Mallory, Polk, Pugu, Sebas- 
tian, Slidell, Wright, and Yulee—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Crittenéen, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, 
King, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and 


Wilson-—24. 


So the motion was laid on the table. 


Mr. STUART. 


found these words: 


‘*The only case where a member has a right to insist on 
anything, is where he calls for the execution of a subsisting 


order of the House. Here, there having been already a res- | 


olution, any person has a right to insist that the Speaker, or 
any other whose duty it is, shall carry it into execution ; and 
no debate or delay can be had on it. Thus, any member 
has a right to have the House or gallery cleared of strangers, 
an order existing for that purpose, or to bave the House told 
when there is not a quorum present.’’—2 Hats. 87-129. 


This is an order of the Senate, and L insist that | 


it shall be executed. 
Mr. IVERSON. 
Mr. STUART. No, sir. 
Mr. IVERSON. Then I protest against the 
execution of this order. I deny that there is any 


Is that question debatable ? 


I now call the attention of the 
|Chair to the Manual, page 79, where will be 
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order to send this bill to the House of Represent- 
atives before the expiration of three days. 

Mr. GREEN. L inquire if the order specifics 
any time within which it shall be executed ? 

Mr PUGH. I believe there is no question be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A question is 
made by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. PUGH. That is a demand by the Sena- 
tor from Michigan on you, sir, with which you 
can comply or not, | suppose, as you consider 
the. Senator’s authority. | move that the Senate 
proceed to consider the special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Michigan make a request of the Pre- 
siding Officer ? 

Mr. STUART. If the Chair will turn his at- 
tention to the page of the Manual | have men- 
tioned, he will see that I have a right to insist 
that the order of last I’riday shall be executed 
without debate or delay. 

Mr. PUGH. My motion is to proceed with 
the special order. I presume the President will 
do what he thinks is his duty, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will remark to the Senator from Michizan that in 


| the absence of any familiarity with the rules, the 


Chair would regard the vote of the Senate recently 
taken, as instructing him upon the request that 
he makes, and for the present declines granting 
his motion or request. 

Mr. STUART. All Ihave power to do is to 
have it entered in the proceedings of the Senate 
that [ insist upon the execution of this order. Be- 
yond that, | am powerless. 

Mr. SEWARD. I suppose the decision of the 
Chair is subject to appeal, und | beg leave to ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. IL understand 
the Chair to decide that he construes the vote 
given, as instruction not to execute the order; 
and trom that decision of the Chair I appeal. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think there is nothing in the 
point of order raised by the Senator from Michi- 
gan; but in order to disembarrass the Chair and 
relieve the Senate from further delay in this mat- 
ter, | will make a motion that T think will be in 
order. It is clearly in order now to move to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate disagreed 
to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives; is it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I voted with the majority. I 
have the right, at any time within two legislative 
days, to move to reconsider that vote. I make 
the motion to reconsider; and move that that mo- 
tion be postponed until to-morrow, and made the 

special order at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order wiil 
be made. 

Mr. HALE. To make it a special order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not to make 
it a special order. ‘The motion to reconsider will 
be entered. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of the motion to reconsider until to- 
morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 suppose that is not before 
the Senate. It is not up. The Senator has a 
right to enter the motion to reconsider, but the 
bill itself is not before the body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [| ask for the special order. 

| Mr. KING. Let us have this disposed of. 

| Mr. BRIGHT. 1am willing that the special 

| order shall be taken up; butif it is not the pleas- 

| ure of the Senate to take up the special order, | 
have a right to have my motion entered. 

|| Mr. DOUGLAS. _Itis entered, 

| Mr. BRIGHT. Then I have a right to move 

| to postpone the consideration of that motion to 

|| any future day. 

|| Mr. DOUGLAS. Not until the subject is taken 


up. 

‘ate. BIGGS. I suppose the Senator from In- 
diana has a perfect right to move the reconsider- 
ation, and it will be entered. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is en- 
tered. 
| Mr. BIGGS. And that disposed, as a matter 

of course, of the question raised by the Senator 

from Michigan; and the order of the Senate now 
| is to proceed ‘to the consideration of the special 
| order. That is the business, as | understand, now 
|| before the Senate. 
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Mr. YULEE. I think the Senate have given 
no such order as that we proce ed to the consid- 
eration of any particular matter, They have 
simply directs d that the particular subject then 
under discussion should be laid upon the table. 
Now, a motion for reconsideration, being a priv- 
ileged question, can be made at all times. The 
Senator from Indiana has very properly exercised 
a right which he has within the rules. That mo- 
tion to reconsider isa privileged question. It has 
been decided frequently, in both Houses, that it 
is the right of any member, the member making 
the motion, or any other member desiring to dis- 
cuss it, on one side or the other, to call that up as 
a privileged question, at any time, in preference 
to any other business, the Senate or House not 
being at the time engaged in other matters. The 
Senator from Indiana, then, having made the mo- 
tion, and having immediately followed (iat mo- 
tion by another, that it be taken up for consider- 
ation withaview of postponing ituntil to-morrow, 
the motion, asa privileged motion, is in order; 
and until a question is taken upon that no other 
subject is in order, as I apprehead. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the Chair will allow me, I 
will abridge my motion. I will let it stand simply 
AS a motion to reconsider. It is then’in the power 
of the Senate to say whether they will consider 
it now or to-morrow, or any other day. 

Mr. SEWARD. Before that motion was made 
T had raised a question of order. I think that 
question of order has not been disposed of, and 
itis my right to have it decided. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will remark to the Senator from New York, that 
the Senator from Indiana modified his motion 
before there was any action upon it, and it was 
strictly in order for him to doso. Ele now makes 
a motion simply to recousider, 

Mr. SEWARD. Does the Chair decide that 
that cuts off the question of order which | raised 
on the previous decision of the Chair 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir, that 
supersedes the proposition made by the Senator 
from Michigan and all incidental questions con- 
nected with it. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
the matter stands. 

Mr. YULEE. I understand the state of the 
question now to be that the Senator from Indiana, 
exercising a right under the rules, has moved a 
reconsideration of the vote of the Senate on the 
Kansas bill. That question is before the Senate, 
and | now move that it be postponed until one 
o'clock to-morrow, carrying out the view of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BIGGS. I do not understand that the Sen- 
ator from Florida can make this motion. Accord- 
ing to the order of the Senate heretofore made, 
the special order for this day at one o’clock, was 
the Minnesota bill. ‘This question was enter- 
ained in regard to the matter suggested by the 
Senator from Michigan, as a privileged question 
overriding the special order. Several points have 
arisen in connection with it, and in the midst of 
them the Senator from Indiana, it being in order 
at any time, it being a privileged question, has 
moved to reconsider the vote that is the subject 
of controversy. It is proper to entertain that mo- 
tion; but it is not proper, during the pendency of 
the order of the Senate to proceed to the special 
order, to move anything more than the recon- 
sideration, and have it entered. The business 
properly before the Senate now, is the special 
order, which is the bill for the admission of 
Minnesota, which came up regularly, but was 
superseded by the privileged question, at one 
o’clock. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the question just disposed of was taken 
up in preference to the special order. That hav- 


I only want to know how 


ing been settled by the action of the Senate, the | 


special order comes up now as the regular busi- 
ness, The bill for the admission of Minnesota is 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Chair decided that 
the motion made by the Senator from Florida was 
in order a moment or two aco. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t is compe- 
tent for the Senator from Florida to move to post- 
pone the further consideration of the special order 
if he desires to make that motion. 

Mr. YULEE. What does the Chair under- 
stand to be the special order? 


hurry through this Kansas bill? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill for 
the admission of Minnesota, 
Mr. YULEE. ‘The point I made was this: 


with what was considered to be a privileged ques- 


| tion, and the Minnesota bill, therefore, had lost 


its precedence and its right of consideration, the 


Senate having virtually overrode it by a privi- | 


leged question. ‘That question was then laid upon 
the table. Before the Minnesota bill was taken 
up, before it was ordered to be taken up by the 
Senate, or before the President had announced it 
as being in order, the Senator from Indiana moved 
a reconsideration, as he had a right to do, of a 
vote which had been previously taken by the 
Senate upon the Kansas bill. That also was then 
before the Senate; and it was for the Senate to 
consider whether they would proceed with itthen, 
or postpone it toa future time, as a privileged 


question. I hold that a motion to reconsider is a | 


privileged question. Itis the right of any mem- 
ber to insist upon its immediate consideration, or, 
at the pleasure of the Senate, that it be postponed 
for future consideration. Considering that to be 
the question, then, legitimately before the Senate, 
1 made a motion that it be postponed until to- 
morrow; and | made that motion only because 
that seemed to be the desire of the Senator who 
moved the reconsideration, it having been part of 
his original proposition, It seems to me that that 
is the motion before the Senate. It has been ru!ed 
over and over again, in both Houses, that a mo- 
tion to reconsider is a privileged question; and 


| that, whenever no other matter is immediately 


before the body, it is in the power of any mem- 
ber—either the member moving it or any other— 
to insist upon the consideration of the motion, it 
having once been made. 

Mr. PUGH. ‘The Senator is evidently mis- 
taken, | think. The Vice President decided this 
very question within the last two weeks, when 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. DoonitTLe} 
made a motion to reconsider and endeavored to 
keep it before the Senate. The Vice President 
said he had the privilege to make the motion, and 
it was entered; but no further attention was ever 
paid to it. He said the Senator from Wisconsin 
could not keep it before the Senate. I have no 
doubt the Senator from Indiana had a right to 
male his motion to reconsider. Thatis the entire 
extent of his privilege; and until he can get the 
floor regularly, he cannot move to proceed to the 
consideration of his motion. The special order 
is properly before the Senate, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 


will state 

Mr. HALE. What is the decision of the 
Chair? ‘There is so much noise I cannot hear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state that the special order was postponed in 
consequence of the precedence given to the priv- 
ileged question; and when the privileged question 
was postponed, the spectal order came up in tts 
proper place, being entitled to precedence, It is 
in order for any Senator, in the absence of a pend- 
ing question, to make a motion to reconsider. If 





| the Senatorfrom Florida desires to attain his ob- 


ject, he must move to postpone the special order 
for the purpose of entertaining the motion he now 
makes, 

Mr. HALE. As TI have the floor, and the Sen- 
ator from Florida has not, | will do a kindness 
for him, and make that motion myself, to post- 
pone the special order for the purpose of proceed - 
ing to the consideration of the question moved by 
the Senator from Indiana; “a upon that I have 
not much to say; but what I have to say will be 
rather in the form of an interrogatory than any- 
thing else. My interrogatory is this: I desire to 
know what has become of that tremendous pres- 
sure that we all felt here in the Senate last Thurs- 
day, so that having voted to adjourn over from 
Thursday to Monday, buthaving found outduring 


| the day that the House had put an amendment to 
| our bill that we had sent over to them, we felt 
| obligated, from high motives of public duty as 
| disinterested patriots, to forego that relaxation 


which a little while before we thought necessary 
for ourselves, and that religious ardor which 
prompted us to observe Good Friday, to forego 
patriotism and religion both, and rescind the order 
by which we had agreed to adjourn from ‘Thurs- 
day to Monday, and come here on Friday to 
We il, Sir, we 


| did it. I should have opposed it, but I saw 
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that 


| the feeling on Thursday was so strong that it was 


| Sure anywhere. 


_ idle for me, backed up as I was by the consid 
that the Senate had passed the hour of one o’clock || 


r- 


ations due to Good Friday, to oppose that reco». 
sideration. The reconsideration passed. Kansa« 
came up, and we discharged ourselves of the duty 
which we owed to Kansas and to the couniy 
forthwith, and it was sent over to the “House 
[**Oh, no!’*] It has not been sent over to th, 
House, but it was ordered to be sent; and wher 
it had previously gone over to the House befor, 
our second action, it came back here within I 
think, ten minutes after it passed the House 
showing that there was such hot haste that some. 
body had put the engrossing clerks to work, ang 
actually engrossed the amendment before jt wag 
made; so that it got here almost as soon as th, 
Speaker announced that it had passed. Tho, 
we reconsidered our motion to adjourn over; ik 
it up on Friday and disposed of it, a great pres. 
sure seeming to rest both on the House and the 
Senate; and now it is all gone; there is no pr 
{ Laughter. | 


Now, instead of » 


| zeal to carry the thing forward, everybody seems 


desirous of rather setting it back, standing stil}, 


| delaying, putting it off. Here is a majority, who 


were in such a hurry last Thursday and Friday, 
now moving to postpdne the subject until to-mor- 
row, which means indefinitely. We all know 
what to-morrow means legislatively. I remem- 
ber when I first eame into the House of Repre- 
sentatives, a good while ago, a motion was int; 
duced, and some gentleman moved to postpone it 
unul to-morrow. It wasa new member who made 
the motion, and he objected. An old member sat 
by him, and said it was only until to-morrow, 
The young man gave up, and that to-morrow he 
did not reach for three months. The proposi- 
tion here is to postpone this matter until to-mor- 
row 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator permit me to 
ask him if it is in that view that he moves to post- 
pone the Minnesota bill until to-morrow? [Laug)- 
ter. | 

Mr. HALE. I do not move to postpone it to 
any particular time, but to put it aside for the pur- 
pose of deciding this question. I want to follow 
the organ of the Committee on Territories as far 
as I can with safety; and I do not know that that 
would be a great way. [Laughter.] His zeal 
seemed to be to hurry up Kansas, so that Min- 
nesota should not overtake her; but now it seems 
they have got Kansas along to such a place that 
they have concluded to put her up, tie her to the 
stall, and let her stand until Minnesota comes 
up and goesahead. IL object to it. I feel just as 
patriotic now as I did last Thursday. There has 
been no change in me; none at all. I feel justas 
desirous to do justice to Kansas now as | did 
then. If there are any reasons—if there are avy 
particular reasons of a public character—let them 
be stated; and if there are any of a private char- 
acter, | should like to hear them. 1 would not 
call any man to order if he should state private 
reasons. I would not object to any man saying 
something like this if he should choose: ‘* There 
are some arguments that I want to address to 
some members of the House, that it wil! not do 
to address in open debate; and I want the thing 
kept open until [ can have an opportunity of 
talking privately with some gentlemen, and press- 
ing upon their private ear some considerations 


| which are not proper or not expedient to be ad- 


dressed in open debate.’? We all know, or per- 


haps we do not all know it, but it is a fact, that 
it is a part of the discipline of some churclies, 
when there is a recusant member, to go with him 
privately, before they take public steps; to give 
private admonition before public censure comes: 


| and I would not object if anything of that sort 
were in the way; but I think we owe it to the 


country, we owe it to ourselves, we owe it to our 
own reputation, to assign some possible, some 
plausible reason why we have got over the haste 
that impelled us forward last week. What new 
feature is there? The news of the Connecticut 
election, of course, has nothing to do with it—not 
the slightest. (Laughter.] What possible object 
can there be in postponing, from day to day, @ 
subject about which we were in such hot haste a 
litle while ago? Why, sir, a few weeks ago we 


were in such a hurry to dispose of Kansas - 
we had to sit up here until morning Jight; unt 
six o’elock in the morning. 
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FF ESSEN NDEN. 7 he basiness was press- 
oa saith time! : ; . 
HALE. Yes, sir, public business was 


we aia then; and it has been pressing up toa 
eed in point, and I should like to know where is 
» point, and what is the occasion? It used to 
»a maxim of the old philosophe rs that the at- 
ospheric pressure W ould sustain a hydraulic 
ome of thirty-three feet; and it puzzled the 
philosophers to ‘tell why the pressure of the at- 
mosphere would sustain a hydraulic column of 
+h riy-three feet, and would not sustain it any 
iieher. The reason assigned was, that Nature 
shnorred a vacuum, but when it got up to thirty- 
three feet she ceased to abhora vacuum. {Laugh- 
ter.) Now, sir, have we got to that point where 
we cease to abhora vacuum in legislation? 
or these reason I am desirous of proceeding 
with this Kansas bill now; and I appeal to those 
lemen who were So anxious to take it up last 
wee ek and some time ago, to go with me. Letus 
stanch the wounds of bleeding Kanses. There 
js just as much necessity for it now as there was 
the Let us see if we cannot apply a remedy. 
Jam anxious to apply a remedy. [ think. the 
House of Representatives have offered a fair and 
arational proposition. I want to send it back, 
and I want to make an appeal, a patriotic appeal, 
to the friends of popular sovereignty to vindicate 
the sincerity of their professions by going for this 
measure of popul: ir sovereignty. It takes every- 





thing they ask, takes the Lecompton constitution, 
with slavery for its great divinity; it takes every- 
thing you have asked, and inaugurates it as the 
supreme law of the land, subject only to that great 
testto which you have ail invited us, popular sov- 
ereiznty. Lwant to see if we cannot do that, and 
| want to see if we cannot do it now. If there 

any objections, let them be stated, and let 
them be stated now. I appeal to the friends of 
this bill not to wait. Who knows but that after 
we receive the news of the Rhode Island election, 
which I believe takes place to-morrow, there may 
be new considerations coming in that may re- 

e furthe r delay and further postponement? 

- WADE. ‘Is the Union in danger? 

Mr. HALE. I donot know whether the Union 
isin danger or not; I have never discussed that 
but L’will say this: if the Union is in 

wer from the fair and prompt and legitimate 
d harge of public duty, Lam not going to be one 
that will try to avertit. Let the danger come, 
and let it be met, and let it be met now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Sen- 

from New Hampshire state distinctly the 
motion he made? ‘The Chair does not recollect it. 

Mr. HALE. My motion was to postpone the 
prior orders for the purpose of considering the 
proposition made by the Senator from Florida. 

lie PRESIDENT pro tempore put the ques- 
tion, and declared that the motion was not agreed 
to; and announced that the special order was be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON 
last taken. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 

illinform the Senator from Massachusetts that 
he has already decided that question, and it is too 
late to call for a division. 

Mr. HAMLIN. How can we know, before 
the Chair decides, whether we want a division or 
n ste 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators should 


cail for it in a reasonable time after the result is 
announced, 


_ Mr. DOUGLAS. The Minnesots bill is now 
belore the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope we shall proceed to 


Vote upon the bill, unless there are amendments 
to offer. 


question; 


I want a division on the vote 


ADMISSION OF MINNESOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 
No. 86) for the admission of the State of Minne- 
Sota into the Union, is now before the Senate as 


in Committee of the Whole, and open to amend- 
ment, 


Mr. PUGH. 


Senate to the preamble of this bill. 
Mr. HAMLIN. That is to be settled after the 


il passes, 


Mr. PUGH. It was decided in the House of 
\epresentatives the other day, that the preamble 


| gestion 


THE CONG 


| I desire to amend the preamble, and | donot care 
whether it be done now, or at a subsequent time. 

Mr. STUART. The rule is, that the pream- 
ble is always to be considered after the bill has 
nassed. 

Mr. PUGH. 
Kansas bill in the House of Representatives the 
other day. It isso reported in the Globe. Ido 
not care whether I offer the amendment now or 
ata future time. If the Chair says it will be in 
order hereafier, I will not offer it now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. 


Biggs in 


the chair.) The amendment will be in order after 
the bill shall have been perfected. 

Mr. PUGH. Very well. 

Mr. YULEE. As 1 intimated at one time my 
purpose to propose an ame ndment to this bill, I 


think it proper to s 
to w ithhold it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
further amendment vileced, the 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. FITCH. Before this subject passes from 
the Committee of the Whole, I desire to call at- 
tention to a matter in connection with it, of very 
little importance except as an issue of fact between 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Deueias] and my- 
self. It will be remembered that, on Friday last, 
in noticing what I deemed, perhaps e 
a disposition upon bie part to intimidate 
ern Se nators, or, more prop: rly, all Senat 
whatever section, in favor of the immediate ad- 
mission of Minnesota, into a negative vote ona 
motion to adjourn, by alluding to the vote asa 
test of friendship for Minnesota, as though those 
who voted in the affirmative would be deemed its 
enemies, 1 took exception to the manifestation of 
any such disposition, and ventured to suggest that 
the then zeal of the Senator fi 
upon the Minnesota bill was new 
such had been manifested by him when, in Feb- 
ruary, although the chairman of the Committee 
on ‘Territories, and as such having the bill in spe- 
cial charge, he assented to the Kansas bill being 
made a special order, and thereby being placed 
in advance of the Minnesota bill. To my sug- 
of a want of earnestness, previously to 
that day, in urging the Minnesota bill, the Sena- 
tor entered a general denial, and appealed to the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Green] 
him; and he specifically denied having 
that the Kansas bill should be made 
der. ‘To the appeal made by him, 
from Missouri responded, and bore 
very properly, to the anxi ly manifested by the 
Senator from Illinois, in the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, for early action upon the Minnesota bill. 
This was but an act of justice to the latter Sena- 
tor, but it was taking the case where it had not 
been and could not be taken by me. I knew 
nothing of what had occurred in the Committee 
on Territories, and could not know aught that 
had there transpired. My remarks related solely 
to action in the Senate. The Senator from Illi- 
nois, doubtless, did evince anxiety, in that com- 
mittee, for early action on the Minnesota bill, and 
his anxiety must have been gratified, for he early 
reported that bill to the Senate. It was here in, 
advance of the Kansas bill, and would have so 
remained unless the latter had been made a spe- 
cial order. My suggestion was that his anxiety 
appeared to cease, to dwindle out, soon after the 
bill was reported by the Committee on Territories. 
Iam glad to see it renewed, and am more than 
willing to second it. 

But, sir, unwilling to do injustice to any one, 
anxious to make no statement noi in strict accord- 
ance with the facts, and determined not to rest 


say that | have since concluded 


If there be no 
bill will be re- 


north- 
ors from 


rr immediate action 


-born; that none 


to sustain 
assented 
a special or- 
the Senator 
tesumony, 


| under the imputation which a denial of any state- 


ment I had made would imply, I have since looked 


| at the record to see whether it corroborated my 


statement or the denial of the Senator from Illi- 
nois. Although it affords other proof in support 


|| of my general suggestion, I shall content myself 
| with reading a very brief extract from it in answer 
tothe Senator’ s denial that he did assent to making 


I wish to call the attention of the | 


| the Kansas bill a spec ial order. 


On the 24th of 
February, I find by the Globe of the 25th, that 
these proceedings occurred: 

“Mr. Green. I move to take up the bill (S. No. 161) for 
the admission of the State of Kansas into the Union, tor the 
purpose of then moving to make it a special order. 

‘“* The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read a sec- 

nd tume, 


It was decided otherwise on the | 


roneously, 


RESSION AL GLOBE. 
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“Mr. Green. IT move that it be made the special order 
for to-morrow at one o'clock, if it meets general approba 


tion.”” 

A brief running debate ensued, in which the 
Senator from Illinois participated; but he said little 
of Kansas and nothing at all of Minnesota. He 
made no objections to making Kansas a special 
order; he did not give the slightest intimation that 
he entertained any ebjection; on the contrary, 
after this debate, the following appears as the cou- 
clusion of the report on that subject: 

‘The Vice Presipenr. 
the special order for Friday next, at one o’clock. 

“Mr. Contamer. I move to amend the motion by say 
ing Monday. 

‘*The amendment was adopted ; 
amended, was agreed to.”? 





The motion is to make the bill 


and the motion, as 
It will be seen that I was correct, and that the 
Senator from ilineis—his denial to the contrary 
notwithstanding—did assent to making Kansas 
aspecial order. I have no further issue with the 
Senator. The issue is between him and the 
record. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
Senator from Indi 
is not correct 


It will be seen by what the 
ina has read, that his statement 


Mr. FITCH. J will read the entire record, if 
the Senator makes a question of veracity. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FITCH. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. When the Senator stated, 
on Friday, that I had agreed to put the Kansas 
billahead of the Minnesota bill, the Senator from 
Missouri, who is associated with me on the com- 
mittee, said, in an undertone, 
The Senator from knew that | never 
made that agreement. I never consented to it. 
I knew that I should be overruled, as I was; but 
[ appeal to every man in the Senate if, frem the 
beginning of the session up to this time, I have 
not been vigilant, active, constant in my efforts 
to get up the Minnesota bill, and secure the ad- 
mission of Minnesota. Ido not think there isa 
man in this body who does believe in hts heart 
that Lam justly liable to the charge of having kept 
Minnesota back. Ido not believe the Senator 
from Indiana himself thinks that I have sacrificed 
the interests of Minnesota. No, sir; on all oc- 
casions, as far as I thought it was prudent and 
respectfal to the Senate, | have persevered over 
and over again in my efforts to get up the Min- 
nesota bill. 

Now, sir, one word about the Senator’s remark 
the other day, that I was dragooning men into 
hot-haste action on the Minnesota bill. [Tow in 
the world could the Senator have considered that 
the remark I made applied to him? He had just 
voted with me on each call of the roll, and would 
1 ¢ragoon men who were voting with me? How 
is it, unless he goes out of the record’o seek this 
opportunity, that he applies what I said to him- 
self? Mouons to adjourn had been made; I re- 
sisted them, voted against them, and the Senator 
voted with me. Other motions were made to get 
rid of the Minnesota bill, and on them he voted 
with me. Then, when another motion was made, 
I said a few words; and how could he, who had 
voted with me each time, think I was trying to 
dragoon him, when he was voting with me. [Mr. 
lircn, by an inclination of his he ad, appeare - to 
dissent.] I think he did each time. Well, sir, I 
have great aversion for these personal issanniaain 
I claim no merit for my action in regard to Min- 
nesota; but I repel indignantly any insinuation 
that I have not been faithful to the interests of 
Minnesota, so far as lam concerned, as chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, and as a Senn- 
tor. I have arraigned no Senator for his actiou. 
I have gone back to no one’s record. I make no 
issue with any one. I follow the plan of doing 
my own duty, and I leave every other Senator to 


‘itisa niistake.”’ 


Missouri 


do his. Ido not deem it necessary to say more 
on this point. 
Mr. FITCH. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brees in 
the chair.) The Senator from Indiana will in- 
dulge the Chair fora moment. It is with great 
re lue tance that the Chair interposes, but he really 
does not see the pertinency of the discussion be- 
tween the Senator from Illinois and the Senator 
from Indiana to the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. FITCH. Its pertinency is simply a ques- 
tion of veracity be tween the Senator and my self; 
and if lam not permitted to make the explanation 





Let 
a 


eres a ag aN 


otc 





ok 


1488 


in any other way, I shall claim it as a persona! 
No Senator § hall say that I have not 
truthfuliy. 

[L ole ct, 


privilege, 
stated cine 


Mr. HALE. 


_THE 


Mr FITCH. Then I claim itasa special priv- | 


ilege; a yw rsonal one, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itrust the Senator will be 
allowed to present his proof on the point of the 
issue he tries tomake. LT hope it will be permitied, 

Several Senators. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair in- 
terposes with great reluctance, but he cannot see 
the pertinency of the discussion, now pending be- 
tween the Senator from Hlinois and the Senator 
from Indiana, to the bill before the Senate, and 
therefore respectfully suggests that this personal 
deliate is not pertinent to the question, 

Mr. FITCH. Then I shall content myself with 
simply saying that the denial of the Senator of 
the record, which | have read, is in itseif an un- 
truth. ‘Phere is the record 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘That last declaration is un- 
necessary. ‘The record proves his statement to 
be an untruth, and Fam willing to abide by tt. 

Tie PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair calls 
the Senators to order. 

Mr. FITCH. Will the Presiding Officer per- 
mit the record to be read? IT read a portion of it, 
and itis proper, after this denial, to read the whole. 

Mr. HALE. 1 object. 

Mr. FIPCH. cis too late for the Senator from 
Illinois to raise a question of veracity wih the 
record, with me, or with any one else here. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. BOUGLAS. ‘1 am not trying to make a 
question of veraciiy. L have not said a word 
about the Senator from Indiava or his course. 1 
have ouly said that a charge of infidelity to Min- 
nesota could not be truthtully urged against me 
{the Presiding Oliicver rapped for order} and I 
repel the charge. Ll have not arraigned him for 
his eourse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Lllinois is out of order. The Chair rules 
that both Senators are out of order, and that the 
discussion is improper.  [** Question 1"? &* Ques- 
ven !’’) If vo turther amendment be offered, the 
bill wiil be report d to the Senate, 








{Mr. Fircu baving asked that the whole rec- 
ord be read, at his request it is hereto appended: 


“Mr. Green. L move to take up the bill (S. No. 161) for 
the adunssion of the State of Kansas into the Union, for the 
purpose of then moving to make i a special order, 

* The motiou was agreed to; and the bill was read a 
second tinue 

“Mr. Gueen. Ft move that it be made the special order 
for to morrow at one o'clock, HW 1 mects general approba- 
tion. [Say Moudiay.) My objeet is, to get the question vat 
of the way, tor io tinpedes the progress oF all other subjects. 
It will be discussed jor some considerable time. aad every 
body will lave a fair opportunity to discuss it beiore flual 
action. 

“Mr. Bewarp. My vote on that motion will depend 
somewhat on What We can ascertain as to the probable 
course of debate. 1 beg leave to ask, if the Senator has no 
Objection, whether be intends to take the floor, as 1 suppose 
is his cyget, at the time appointed, and whether there is any 
understanding that the members of the comuitiee are to go 
on with the debate, or Wuether it will devuive ou somebody 
else? T want to speak on this question on such a day as | 
can consistently with the nglits of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, 

‘Mr. Green. In reply to the Senator's question, I can 
inform bin that, so far as Tam concerned, Ll shall desire to 
do unathiog but to make a little statement, reserving my right 
to aw wer Whatever may de said against the principles of 
the report. L believe the majority oF tie committee have 
no desire to puch themselves torward inthe debate, hasuly, 
atany time. Of course Urey reserve their right to be heard 
during the progress of the debate. 
desire todo, tam not able to say. The triends of the meas 
ure generally are pot disposed to prevent a tai hearing on 
All sides, so far as the Senate may desire, and will net un- 
dertake to crowd it through, unless a factious Opposition be 
set up, Which we do not apprehend. 

‘Mr Dovetas. 1 rive to make a remark on another 
point. LT have observed, in a very large number of news- 
papers, Of various political complexions, that have come 
to me within the last few days, that during the ten days I 
was confined to my house in consequence of illness, re- 
ports Went out from here in which it was stated*that it was 
belreved acaucusof Democratic Sewators had formally read 
oui oF the party my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Strvarr.] 
my friend irom Caliornia, [Me. BropericK,) and mysell. 


ewer. fF will take occasion to remark, that during the four- 
teen years T have becn bere, no caucus has ever yet been 
held by which the right was claimed to make any measure 
a party measure. it was not done on the Nebraska bill; it 
never bas been done on any other bil. | understand it bas 
not been done on this Lecompton question. The frends 
of the Nebraska bill met—men of all parties; and the op- 
ponents of the Nebraska bill met—men of all parties. The 
friends of the Lecompton constitution may meet, and its 
opponents also; but no party caucus has ever yet taken ju- 
risdiciion of a measure to declare it a party measure, much 
less have they undertaken to read anybody out of a party 
for differing from them. 

“Mr. Iverson. At the suggestion of my friend from In- 
diana, {[Mr. Frren,) 1 will take occasion to make a re- 
sponse to the inquiry of the Senator from Tlinois; and it is 
proper T should do so, inasmuch as the only action of that 
caucus Was on a resolution whieh L offered. 

‘Mr. Toomps. | willtake the liberty with my colleague, 
which Ido in the kindest manner pos-tble, and probably I 
woulkl not have doue it toany other Seuator, but [can take 
the hberty with my colleague on account of our relations, 
to object to these explanations in the Senate of what took 
place im caucus. | hope my colleague will letit drop. I 
say itin the Kindest spirit. Those gentlemeu who choose 
to bring it forward here may do so. 

“Mr. Iverson. My ouly object was to disabuse the mind 
of the Senator trom Ulhnots. 

* Phe Vice Presipent. The Chair must rule that these 
explanaons are not ia order. 

“Mr. Doverias. UCtru-tthe Senator from Georgia may 
be permitied to make his statement. [tis informal, but I 
trust there will be no objection to it. As he says he offered 
the resoluuion, FE think itts proper he should now have an 
opportunity of explaining. 

*The Vice Prestcoenr. The Chair did notarrest the're- 
marks which have been made, though they were none of 
them strictly in order. 

* Mr. Bensamin. [shall renew the objection. 
Unok this is i order. 

* Mr. Dovgrias. I do not wish to push this question any 
further. It has gone far enough. [ understand the resolu- 
tion which was offered was to the effect that it was con 
ceded on all ands that the caucus disclaimed such rigiit, 


I do not 


Pinfention, or power 


What the minority may | 


fT rise for the purpose of asking my friend from Rhode Island, | 


(Mr. Acie.) who was the president of that caucus, whether 
there ts any truth ta those statements? 

“Mr. Aviey. | was the presiding officer of that caucus; 
but E heard nothing of reading out any member of the Dein- 
ocratie party trom chat caucus. 

“Mr. Dovernas. supposed such was the ease, and yet 
I thought «& was proper to call on the chairman of the cau- 
cus to make this statement, as | was absent and had no 
means of Knowing what was done, except on the infermal 


“Mr. Green. IT wish, in further response tothe interrog- 
ater: of the Senator trom New York, to remark that, on 
cousuitation with one of the minority of the committee, I 
stall waive my right tomake any openmg remarks at all, 
but let the debate go on and take its tulles-t range. 

“Mr. Concamer. [TF understand that, by the ordinary 
snge of the Senate, the gentleman who presents the report 
ol the committee has the privilege, and itis expected of bam 
generally, that he shoud open the debate, that we may be 
possessed of the views he proposes to present, and the ar- 
guments which he caleniates to rely upon in support of his 
position. itis also his privilege to close the debate. We 
understand that; but we under-tand generally in law, and 
certainly in propreiy, that, if a geutleiman waives his open- 
ing. te waives lus close. Lf that is understood, itis all very 
well. 

“Mr. Green. That is not understood. 

“Mr. CoLtamer. 
means to close, though he does not mean to make an open- 
ing. According to that view, the gentleman ts distinetly to 
understand that TE niust close upon his closing; for itis the 
ouly time | shall have to answer. I take it, there can be 
no objection to that. 

* Mr. GREEN. 


Then | understand the gentleman | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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What is the motion now ? 
* The Vice Presipent. That the bill for the adm) 
of Kansas be made the special order for to morrow "= 
o'clock. — 
‘Mr. Sewarp. We may have the Army bill bem, 


* Mr. Sewarp. 


and the present day is mortgaged. 
atler to morrow, or Monday. 
* Several Senarors. Say Friday. 
“Mr. Green. Well, Friday will do. I move to ma) 
the special order for that day. “in 
“Mr. Dooutrrie. I move to amend the motion by sty)).,, 
out Friday and inserting Monday. To day is undoyy),,. 
to be oceupicd, and the Army bill cannot be dispose, ,, 
very soon. [**No, No!??)  Lwithdraw the motion With: 
understanding that the Army bill is to be first disposed , 
‘Mr. ConbaMerR. It is Amatter of accommodation y 
gentiemen to fix the time when itean be taken up. Puy a 
it for to-morrow, or the next day, leaves the matter jy 5... 
fect uncertainty. Those of ns who tee; it to be our dys, 
participate in the debate, perbaps early, should like to kung 
What is the certainty. If you say Monday we shall kyo. 
that there is something certain. - 
“Mr. Toomes. Let us take it up on Friday if we o>, 
get to it after disposing of the Army bill. . - 
“Mr. CotbaMerR. Butthat leaves us in uncertainty 43 to 
the time when it will be taken up. —~ 
* The Vice PResipent. ‘The motion is to make thepj) 
the special order tor Friday next at one o'clock. 
* Mr. COLLaMeR. [move to amend the motion by say 
Mon‘ay. mas 
* The amendment was adopted; and the motion 
amended, was agreed to.”?] , 


Mr. PUGH. I am satisfied, on looking at th, 
rule, that it is necessary to offer my amendmen: 
before the bill is reported to the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amen. 


I would SUZest thie da y 


ing 


as 


' ment is in order now. 


Under ordinary circumstances, it might || 


be insisted on with a little more pertinacity that [ should || 


open the debate on this matter; but [ have made one elab- 
orate speech on this subject, | have made my report; and | 
shall not, ia my remarks, deviate from the principles and 
fromthe facts as therein set forth. My object will be to 
vindicate them as assailed and attaeked, not to restate prin- 
ciples, positions, and facts that | have heretofore stated. 


He can reply to that, and then L will respond, if [ see proper | 


to do so. 

**Mr. Contamer. Itis my privilege, also,to have made 
a report.in which | have stated my views, in common with 
my associate on the committee who agreed with me in opin- 
ion, the Senator from Ouio, [Mr.Wanpe:]} but | do not con- 


sider that that iuany way precludes me from eularging upon || 


those views, nor does it relicve me trom the duty, perhaps, 
of elaborating and sustainingthem. So itis with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri; but the view L have is very obvious | 
from general usage. | 
“Mr. Green. Tam willing to do it, or to waive it. 
“Mr. Coarcamer. I do not mean to urge the gentleman 
to open the case ; but I do not wish him to close a debate 
winch he has not opened. | want it distinctly understood 
that he is not to close it if he does not open it. If that is 
understood it is ail very well. 
* Mr. Green. If the Senator desires me to open it, he | 
shall be gratified. I supposed [ was gratifying them by 
waiving my right toopen ; butit it is insisted upou, he shall 
be gratitied to his heart's content. 
* Mr. Cotnamer. I have distinetly stated, and T now | 
restate, as the gentleman does not choose to understand 
me, that [ do not request him to open it, but L request that, 
iv he will not open, he will not close it. 
“Mr. Green. 1 do not think be need have so much ap- 
prehension about my ability in closing. | 
“Mr. Hare. Before the question is taken, as I feel alittle 
responsibility about the Army bill, I wish to Know what is | 
the intenuion as to that? Is this subject to supersede it? 
“Mr. Iverson. I take this occasion to say what I de- 
sired tosay. and should have said some time during the pro- | 
gress of the morning, that, as seon as the personal discus- 


| sion between the two Senators trom Tennessee shall have 


inquiries I bave wade, to which I received the same an- | 


ended, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- | 
tion of the Army bill, with a view to press it as ropidly as | 
possible toa conclusion. The chairman of the Coumittee 
on Military Affairs is so unwell that he will not-be able to 
be here for some days, peraps a week or ten days. It is 
useless, thereiore, to keep the Army bill back in conse- 
quence of bis indieposition, and we ought to get rid of it as 
soon as possible. I shall endeavor to press the Army bill to- 
day, and, if itis possible, to get a vote of the Senate upon it. | 


Mr. PUGH. The preamble recited the assem. 
bling of a convention in pursuance of an act of 
Congress, and many other things, which, in my 
judgment, are not literally correct, and I preti; 
that the preamble of the bill should follow am 
safer precedent—the precedent in the case of ,)) 
State of California. The preamble to that bill was 
in these words: 

** Whereas, the people of California have presented a 
constitution, and ask admission into the Union. whiely eo) 
stitution was submitted to Congress by the President of the 
United States, by message, dated February 13, 1850, whi: 
on due examination, is found to be republicau in its form o; 
government.”? 

Nothing was said as to compliance with an act 
of Congress. I move to strike out all after the 
word ** whereas’’ in the preamble to this bill, and 
insert: 

* The people of Minnesota have asked for admission into 
the Union asa State, and have submitted a constitution, 
which, on due examination, is found to be republican in its 
form of government.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. Let us have the preamble 
that is proposed to be stricken out read. 

The Clerk read it, as follows: 

“Whereas, an act of Congress was passed February, 
1857, entitled * An act to authorize the people of the 
ritory of Minnesota to form a constitution and State govern 
ment preparatory to their admission into the Union ons 
equal footing with the original States ;? and whereas, t! 
people of said ‘Territory did, on the 29th day of August, |S: 


| by delegates elected for that purpose, form forthemsc|ves 4 
| constitution and State government, which is republican i 


form, aud was ratified and adopted by the people, at an 
election held on the 13th day of October, 1857, for usat pur- 
pose, in puisuance of said act of Congress.”’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to know what 
object there is in striking that out. Does it not 
recite the true history of the affair? 

Mr. PUGH. I supposed, after the long discus- 
sion on the Minnesota case, that Senators were 
sufficiently aware that there never was any Col: 
vention in Minnesota. Jn the first place, they 
erroneously construed the act of Congress. The 
required the convention to consist of twice 0s 
many delegates as there were representatives |! 
the Territorial Legislature. They commenced by 
electing twice as many delegates as there wer 
councilors and representatives in the Legislature. 
Then they never had a single body, but two bodies 
met in which persons claiming seats, contestan's, 
sat. If you took the whole number together, yo"! 
had more than the extraordinary construction" 


| would allow; and if you took either of them se)- 


| for or against the constitution, unless he would 


arately, you had not the convention which the e' 
of Congress required. There never wasany boty 
corresponding to the convention required by te 


| act of Congress. 


Then they remitted the constitution to a vol’ 
of the people, but, as I have stated before, they 
expressly refused to allow any man to vote cit 
vote for all the officers under it at the same time, 
and on the same ticket. Now, I want to know 
from my friend from Rhode Island, who has bee? 
criticising the vote in Kansas on the 21st of De- 
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